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WHAT 
WE 


THINK 


Crisis month for the BNP 


This month of September 1999 is an absol- 
utely crucial one for the future of the British 
National Party. Upon the verdict of party 
members in a leadership ballot later in the 
month will rest the question of whether 17 
years of hard work and sacrifice devoted to 
building up the BNP will remain worthwhile 
or will go down the drain — rendered a 
complete waste by a takeover by people of 
proven disloyalty and incompetence who, if 
the past record is anything to go by, will lead 
the party to ruin. 

This is what is at stake in this coming 
internal election — nothing less. This is the 
reason why Spearhead, for the second month 
running, is obliged, with the greatest of 
reluctance, to devote these columns and other 
space elsewhere to this BNP leadership issue. 

It is also the reason why in this issue there 
can be no ‘neutrals’, no abstainers, no 
occupants of the uncommitted ‘fence’. That 
people should wish to position themselves in 
this way is understandable; we too, like them, 
wish that this conflict had never occurred; we, 


Nationalist 


like them, yearn for the moment when the 
party can recover the unity and harmony 
which have marked most of its history. But 
merely wishing this conflict away will not 
make it go away, anymore than wishing for 
peace between the communities in Northern 
Ireland can make that peace a reality. The 
source of the conflict must first be identified, 
and then it must be tackled — by firm action 
against those responsible for starting it. In the 
case of the conflict in the BNP, this action 
consists simply of an overwhelming rejection, 
at the party ballot box, of Nick Griffin and the 
faction which has aided and abetted his attempt 
to hi-jack the BNP. This means that those who 
are unhappy about this attempt, and do not 
wish to see it succeed, must cast their votes to 
stop it. In other words, they must vote for the 
man who has taken the party this long way 
from its unpromising beginnings in 1982 to the 
point where it was able to mount its recent 
massive and remarkable campaign in the 
European Election, in which it was able to 
distribute 15 million leaflets and obtain 
broadcasting time: John Tyndall. 


The wrong time... 


Dealing with this BNP leadership issue last 
month, we made clear our belief that the 
challenge made by Mr. Griffin against Mr. 
Tyndall was appallingly ill-timed, even 
supposing that it had been justified from other 
standpoints. It overshadowed the BNP’s Euro 
Election campaign, and was only prevented 
from sabotaging it by the restraint of Mr. 
Tyndall and his supporters in not responding in 
kind to the blatant and divisive self- 
publicisation by Mr. Griffin of his party 
leadership candidature by way of numerous 


_ Speeches at party meetings, and articles and 
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Comment 


reports by his supporters appearing in period- 

icals that should have been concentrating their 

attention on the Euro Election and omitting 

any reference to internal divisions — a rule to 

which Spearhead adhered steadfastly through- 
out this time. 

Ironically, Spearhead is now being attacked 
by Griffin supporters for devoting space in its 
August issue, for the first time, to the BNP 
leadership dispute — after months in which 
they had been noisily promoting the Griffin 
candidature with no reply from ourselves! 

But now that the Euro Election is over and 
all the party’s targets in that election have been 
achieved, the vital task for the party is to 
expand its membership by recruiting as many 
new people as possible from among those 
whose interest the Euro campaign has aroused 
and who have made enquiries about joining. 
This task should right now be occupying 100 
per cent of the party’s attention. 

But instead, a very large part of the party’s ° 
time, energy and resources is being spent on 
the leadership struggle. Consequently, huge 
opportunities to achieve further membership 
growth are being wasted. 

Meetings are taking place up and down the 
country at which the leadership issue is being 
argued out — instead of speeches and dis- 
cussion being devoted to party recruitment and 
development. 

In the meantime, prospective new members 
stand back baffled at what is going on, 
wondering what kind of party they are being 
asked to join, wondering whether the BNP is 
more interested in expansion or in internal 
squabbles. 

John Tyndall and his supporters pointed all 
this out to the Griffin faction earlier this year 
when Mr. Griffin announced his intentions. 
They warned Mr. Griffin that his leadership 
bid, and the inevitable divisions it would 
provoke, would severely prejudice the BNP’s 
recruitment and expansion plans in the late 
Summer and Autumn. But these warnings fell 
on deaf ears. 

We believe that the timing of this takeover 
bid, at such a crucial juncture of the party’s 
development, was nothing short of criminal, 
showing a reckless disregard for the interests 
of the BNP in pursuit of one man’s personal 
ambition — and of the jealousies, hatreds and 
vendettas of his band of supporters. 


... and the wrong man 


And all of this presupposes that: (1) a 
leadership change in the BNP was necessary in 
the first place; and (2) that, even if it were, the 
man presently seeking to take over the leader- 
ship was the right one for the job. We believe 
neither to be the case. 

John Tyndall’s achievement in building up 
the BNP should not be necessary to reiterate 
here; it speaks for itself. The party was 
founded in 1982 as a result of a deeply rooted 
division in the National Front. Those founding 
it had done everything they could to mend this 
division but had failed — due to the deter- 


mination of their opposite numbers that the 
division be perpetuated. 

The division was about what kind of a party 
and organisation were needed to promote the 
nationalist cause in Britain in the wake of the 
general election of 1979. Those remaining 
with the National Front took one view, while 
those founding the BNP took a different view. 
It remained for results to prove who was right. 

By the onset of the 1990s, these results were 
not in doubt. The National Front had gone into 
steep decline, this being further compounded 
by a disastrous split in 1986 and the division 
of the already weakened party into two even 
weaker factions. In the meantime, the BNP, 
after slow but steady progress throughout most 
of the 1980s, had remained united and grown 
stronger, so that by the end of that decade it 
was indisputedly the most powerful and 
successful nationalist party in Britain. 

In 1993, the BNP added to this by winning 
a council seat in East London and scoring 
other impressive election results across that 
area. 

In 1997, it had expanded sufficiently to be 
able to contest 55 seats in the general election 
of that year, retaining three deposits, putting 
out more than two million leaflets and winning 
broadcasting time. 

Then in 1999, it went even further, putting 
up the full slates of 71 candidates in England 
and eight in Scotland in the Euro Election and 
qualifying again for broadcasting time. 

This growth and development were achieved 
under the leadership of John Tyndall. Many 
others contributed to it, of course, but it was 
due to his guidance and management that the 
achievement became possible. 

It is customary in political parties, whether 
large or small, for there to be calls to sack the 
leader when results obtained fall short of 
reasonable expectations of success. When 
Labour threw away the general election of 


1992 after it seemed as if it had been handed © 


to it on a plate by the Tories, Neil Kinnock 
was ditched. When the Tories suffered their 
disaster in 1997, the same thing happened to 
John Major. 

The BNP is in a much different league to 
these bigger parties, and success or failure 
must necessarily be judged by much more 
modest criteria. By any reasonable criteria 
applicable to small, sparsely financed nation- 
alist parties, campaining in an environment of 
media slander and state suppression, the story 
of the British National Party in the 1990s is a 
story of success — if not success yet on the 
scale that nationalists hope to see eventually, at 
least success by comparison with any other 
parties operating in the same milieu. 

And it is opportune to say a word about 
these other parties. From being the power it 
was in the 1970s, when John Tyndall was in 
charge, the National Front degenerated in the 
decade following to being a mere shadow of 
its former self. As we have mentioned, it split 
in 1986 into two factions. One of these, which 
became known as the National Front ‘Support 
Group’ and later as the ‘Flag Group’, 


the 


struggled on into the 1990s before changing its 
name to ‘National Democrats’. The other 
faction duly earned itself the title of the 
‘Gaddafi Front’ as a result of its professed 
ideological alignment with the Libyan dictator. 
It descended into the embrace of ever nuttier 
doctrines and associations before disintegrating 
totally around about 1989, after which it 
reinvented itself as the ‘International Third 
Position’, which survives today as a crank 
group with no relevance at all in real political 
terms. 


On 


New 7 ee 


THE GRIFFIN PROMOTION DRIVE 
This is the front page of the latest Patriot 
magazine. The picture is one of eight 
featured on the cover and inside in pro- 
motion of Mr. Griffin’s candidature for the 
BNP leadership. This campaign has been 
going on for several months, while only last 
month (August) did Spearhead begin hitting 
back in support of John Tyndall. We have 
to acknowledge that in one respect at least 
— that of the volume of photos of himself — 
Mr. Tyndall does not even pretend to 
compete with his challenger! 


And who was the man who headed the 
‘Gaddafi Front’ which, after a brief run as a 
political joke, went into inevitable oblivion? 
His name was Nick Griffin. 

And yet now Mr. Griffin and his supporters 
are claiming that he is better qualified to lead 
the BNP than John Tyndall! 


The puerile arguments 


As abysmal as Mr. Griffin’s past record are 
the arguments currently being put forward in 
support of his leadership challenge. Indeed, the 
level of debate being conducted by him and his 
backers is of such a low order as to insult the 
intelligence of the party’s membership. 
Obscure matters from the now distant past are 
being dragged up as if they were even 
relevant, not to say crucial, to the present 


mon Cis 


mews 


leadership issue. There is pride and glee over 
a successful attempt to get rid of Mr. Martin 
Webster from the National Front back in 1993 
— which only confirmed that John Tyndall and 
his supporters had been correct in demanding 
the same thing more than three years earlier. 
There is a regurgitation of an argument about 
marches and demonstrations which took place 
circa 1994-95, which was never conclusively 
decided but which has little, if any, relevance 
to decisions which have to be made today. 
There are cries for the party to launch itself 
into the modern age by the use of new promot- 
ional technology, including the Internet — over 
which there is not the slightest argument 
between the contending factions; indeed, Mr. 
Tyndall has constantly endorsed and encour- 
aged all these developments. There is talk of a 
stepping up of the BNP’s education and 
training programme — again something over 
which everyone is agreed, subject only to the 
people being available to organise it. There is 
a call for regions, and eventually branches, to 
become more self-sufficient in the output of 
promotional material — as if anyone, least of 
all Mr. Tyndall, had ever questioned this. 

One publication produced in support of Mr. 
Griffin has said: ‘‘The present incumbent, 
John Tyndall, has led the party superbly for 
the last 17 years,’’ and then went onto say: 
‘““We believe Nick is (now) the best man for 
the job.’ And the logic supporting the latter 
claim? It seems to consist of a list of organ- 
isational and promotional works which, though 
undeniably useful to the BNP, are only periph- 
eral to its basic political direction and the vital 
decisions that have to be made in that regard. 

Another quite absurd argument against Mr. 
Tyndall has been his age (65). This argument 
has been thoroughly answered by Mr. Tyndall 
elsewhere in this issue, but the fact is that it 
would only be a valid one were there to be 
real signs of decline in his ability to perform 
his job. Members should make their minds 
about this on the basis of recent performance, 
not of an entry on a birth certificate. 

In Patriot magazine there is a strange 
standard of reasoning. Nick Griffin, in 
acknowledging the political dead-ends in which 
he participated in the 1980s, takes care to 
stress the blame attached to others; in fact, one 
might imagine that none of these failures and 
fiascos was his fault. On the other hand, in 
another part of the magazine there is an 
analysis of the successes of the BNP in the 
1990s which gives credit to just about 
everyone except John Tyndall! These people 
really do seem to want to have it both ways! 

The people who seek to get rid of John 
Tyndall as party leader might at least earn 
some respect if they were to present an intell- 
igent case for such a change. So far they have 
presented nothing at all in that regard. The 
quality of their reasoning gives some foretaste 
of the quality of direction the party can expect 
if the ambitions of this lobby are realised. 

For all these reasons, it is hoped that BNP 
members will this month give John Tyndall 
a resounding mandate to carry on! 
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Q. Mr. Tyndall, would you begin by a state- 
ment of the basic reasons why you wish to 
remain leader of the British National Party 
and oppose Nick Griffin’s bid to take your 
place? 

A. The first reason is that there is no call 
whatever in the party at the present time for a 
change of leadership. In the last two or three 
years the BNP has enjoyed its best-ever period 
of progress. We succeeded in all our object- 
ives in fighting the General Election of 1997, 
and then did likewise with regard to the Euro 
Election of 1999. Parties may ditch their 
leaders in times of failure; they do not, unless 
they have taken leave of their senses, do so in 
times of success. And are we not successful? 
Don’t accept what I say on the subject. Just 
listen to Nick Griffin, who is on record in the 
July issue of Spearhead as saying that the 
party’s Euro Election campaign was a ‘‘remar- 
kable achievement.’’ Why then, after this 
achievement, should there be a change? 

Over a longer period, dating right back to 
our formation in 1982, I have kept the party 
together in times of slow growth as well as in 
times of faster growth, and we have until now 
experienced no serious internal troubles, let 
alone splits. By contrast, other nationalist 


groups in that same period have had those _ 


troubles and splits repeatedly, and the record 
shows that a major role in these troubles and 
splits was played by Nick Griffin. 

This brings me to the second reason why I 
believe I should remain BNP leader. I do not, 
frankly, believe that Nick Griffin has the 
necessary attributes and qualities to lead this 
party successfully. His record in organisations 
in the past demonstrates it, and his record 
since joining the BNP confirms it. I believe 
that he has showed appalling political judge- 
ment, and quite reckless disregard for the 
interests of the BNP, by forcing this leader- 
ship contest just at a time when the party’s 
whole focus should be on the job of recruiting 


new members from out of the many people. 


whose interest we have attracted through our 
Euro Election campaign. 

I might, in addition, add one further point. 
My observation of Nick Griffin at work is that 
he has shown himself to be quite capable in 
certain specific tasks requiring specific skills. 
This is very different from having the overall 
capabilities to lead the party; the two things 
should not be confused. And this is quite apart 
from the glaring errors and shortcomings 
which I have mentioned earlier. 

A vital requirement of the person who is to 
lead our party is that he puts cause above self. 
Nick Griffin’s record, whether in the distant or 
much more recent past, has not demonstrated 
that he meets this requirement. 


Q. You are now 65 years old. In this 
debate, some of Nick Griffin’s supporters 
have used the ‘age’ argument, saying that 
the BNP needs to be led by a younger man. 
What is your reply to this? 
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A. The argument is a silly and puerile one. 
The age question only becomes relevant when 
there is evidence that an older person, with the 
passage of the years, has suffered a real 
decline in mental and physical resources. I am 
in fact much fitter and more robust than the 
average man half my age. Political history is 
littered with examples of leaders whose 
greatest achievements have been in their 
sixties, and indeed even in their seventies: 
Palmerston, Bismarck, Clemenceau, De Gaulle 


Ready to carry on: John Tyndall 


— just to take a few examples. In addition, 
there are Gladstone, Churchill and Adenauer, 
who, whether or not you approve of all their 
policies, demonstrated that advanced years had 
not reduced the energies they were able to put 
into their work. On the other hand, such men 
as Alexander the Great, Bonaparte and the 
Younger Pitt achieved tremendous things at 
much earlier times in their lives. History 
proves, again and again, that it is not how old 
you are, but what you can do, that matters. 


Q. Does it matter greatly to you personally 
whether you carry on being BNP leader? Do 
you love being in the ‘top job’? 

A. You must be joking! Over the years in 
which I have led, first the National Front, and 
then more lately the BNP, there has always 
been a narrow balance between the pleasures 
of the work and the immense pressures and 


burdens. The pleasures have lain in the 
satisfaction of achievement against odds and, 
particularly, in the great comradeship that has 
arisen out of the associations struck along the 
vay. But the pressures and burdens havé 
ulways acted as a sobering brake against the 
emptation to euphoria. The pressures are 
particularly strong during big and important 
election campaigns, such as in 1997 and this 
year, when one single slip-up in the putting in 
of a nomination paper, outside my control and 
not my fault, could have resulted in the loss of 
the TV broadcast on which so many hopes had 
rested, and for which I would have to take 
responsibility. 

Right now, my main interest is in keeping 
the BNP on the sound course on which it is 
now set. Eventually, fit though I presently am, 
a successor will have to take over from me. If 


I could see a suitable one on the horizon, I 
would be only too pleased. What I would look 
for in him would be, not only ability, but also 
loyalty and a dedication to cause above self. 


Q. In a recent published item circulated in 
support of Nick Griffin it is claimed that 
there are a number of new initiatives taken 
in the party over the past two or three 
years, some of them by Nick Griffin 
himself, which were not taken by you 
previously, though they have since brought 
improvements in the party. Among these 
have been the BNP Film Unit, the Media 
Monitoring Unit, the ‘Renaissance’ Family 
Circle, the Instant Response Unit, the 
party’s various Internet operations and its 
internal training seminars. What is your 
reply to this? 

A. Those who stipulate these things as reason 
for a leadership change simply reveal their 
woeful ignorance of how an expanding organ- 


isation works. One person cannot do every- 
thing. Many valuable projects and operations, 
though we may see the need for them, some- 
times have to be placed in abeyance until there 
are available the people with the time and 
capabilities to attend to them. With the 
exception of the Family Circle, all the projects 
mentioned had been very much in my mind 
for some time, but they awaited the emergence 
of the people able to run them. Such people 
have come along mainly as a result of the 
party’s growth during the middle-to-late 1990s. 
All this is what is meant by having a team. As 
the team of capable people expands, the range 
of promotional operations that are possible 
expands with it. Also, what sometimes is 
necessary is a parallel expansion of resources. 

What is so often overlooked is that the 
leader of the party is the person who has the 
basic job of ‘‘keeping the show on the road.”’ 
This involves a very wide range of duties all 
of which are immensely time-consuming. Of 
course, it is much easier for those not weighed 
down by such duties to take all manner of 
bright ‘initiatives’ that may earn brownie 
points among the membership but are not basic 
to the running of the party. As I have indicated 
before, all this is possible when there is an 
expanding team. It is right that members of the 
team who do good works should be given the 
credit for them; but it is not right that such 
works should be highlighted, and other vital 
works ignored, in an argument-about who can 
best lead the party. 


Q. In the previous Spearhead, and here, you 
have been scathing in your condemnation of 
Nick Griffin. Yet it could be argued that it 
was on your decision that he was let into the 
party and later promoted. What do you 
have to say to this? 


A. That is a very legitimate question, and it 
deserves serious consideration. I ask only that 
members bear with me in a problem that is 
part of the inevitable inheritance of leadership, 
particularly in an organisation like the BNP, 
which operates under especially hazardous 
conditions and in which personnel to perform 
skilled jobs are not in as plentiful supply as 
they might be in a large company dispensing 
generous pay packets. 

Members of the party have a right to expect 
the party leader to lose no opportunity to push 
the party forward, to achieve growth. They 
would be only too ready to condemn him if he 
allowed some personal consideration, based on 
what might appear to be dislike, resentment or 
suspicion of another individual, to jeopardise 
this imperative of expansion and growth. 

So you see, a party leader is often in 
something of a no-win situation. He has to 
take risks to steer things forward. He is 
criticised if he won’t take those risks, then he 
is Open to equal criticism if he does and they 
produce unpleasant consequences later. 


Q. Some people have criticised your use of 
the August issue of Spearhead to give a 
public airing to the internal conflict in the 
BNP and to attack your opponents. What 
do you say to this? 

A. I have a great deal of sympathy with these 


critics. I hoped until quite late in the day that 
it would not be necessary to use Spearhead for 
this purpose. Immediately after the Euro 
Election, I sent a circular letter to BNP local 
and national officials around the country, 
warning them of the inevitable consequences if 
a leadership struggle ensued, and asking them 
to use what influence they could to dissuade 
those bent on the leadership challenge from 
going ahead with it. Unfortunately, this 
attempt to get the challenge called off did not 
succeed. 


are a number of pointers in this affair that 
make it extremely difficult to explain in any 
other way. 

Last month, we drew attention to the history 
of takeover bids and attempted wrecking oper- 
ations in nationalist movements over three 
decades. What the main ones among these had 
in common was that they occurred in times of 
progress rather than in times of stagnation and 
failure, when one might normally expect 
natural internal forces of frustration to give 
rise to discontent and demands for change. 


DON'T SAY YOU 
HAVEN'T BEEN TOLD! 


‘‘Scotland Yard and MIS are planning a huge covert operation to 
break up violent (sic) racist organisations. The Express has 
learned that intelligence officers will infiltrate Far Right groups 
such as the British National Party. | 
‘Other officers will tap telephones, open mail and scrutinise bank 
accounts and medical records. ‘We plan to close down these 
organisations by using every administrative device available to 


us,’ said a Yard source.”’ 


The Express 
8th February 1999 


This left me with the alternative either of 
lying down and letting my adversaries walk all 
over me — or fighting back and defeating 
them. I chose to do the latter (notwithstanding 
the attractions of retirement, which I have 
mentioned earlier) because I believe that if 
Griffin and his allies take over it will be 
disastrous for the BNP. 

You must not forget that the campaign to 
undermine my position as BNP leader has 
been going on for at least four years — for 
most of that time subtly, by use of Patriot 
magazine, but during the past few months 
much more blatantly, using, again, Patriot, the 
party’s official newspaper British Nationalist 
and a number of local BNP bulletins and 
newsletters. In addition, Nick Griffin and his 
supporters have been speaking at party 
meetings all over the country to the same 
purpose. Very late in the day, I am now 
returning fire. I wish I did not have to, but this 
conflict is of my opponents’ making, not mine. 
What would my critics rather I do — just give 
in and let the party be taken over and 
subsequently wrecked? 


Q. In last month’s Spearhead you suggested 
that what is now happening in the BNP 
could be part of a state conspiracy to wreck 
the party. Have you evidence of this? 


A. As we said at the time, evidence in a 
matter like this has to be circumstantial. That 
means that it would not be adequate in itself to 
stand up and obtain a ‘guilty’ verdict in a 
proper court of law. In the nature of things, 
political conspiracies seldom can be ‘proved’ 
according those strict criteria. However, there 


We spotlighted, for instance, the “Combat 
18’ operation in the BNP which came very 
shortly after the party had won its famous 
victory in the Millwall council election. This 
was subsequently revealed to be an operation 
mounted by Special Branch, the Government’s 
political police — something which was in 
indeed admitted by SB itself. 

Let me now refer you to another admission 
by the authorities which we might have 
mentioned in these columns but did not. This 
was when it was stated in a front-page story in 
The Express newspaper of the 8th February 
this year that:- 

“Scotland Yard and MI5 are planning a huge 

covert operation to break up violent (sic) 

racist organisations. The Express has learned 
that intelligence officers will infiltrate far right 
groups such as the British National Party. 

“Other officers will tap telephones, open mail 

and scrutinise bank accounts and medical 

records. ‘We plan to close down these organ- 
isations by using every administrative device 
available to us,’ said a Yard source.”’ 

Infiltrate! Break up! Close down! Mark 
those words carefully, and do not place too 
much weight on the use of the future tense as 
in ‘will’. This is just a piece of phraseology 
which suits the establishment’s political police 
as a means of masking the fact that they have 
already had the BNP and other similar groups 
infiltrated for a long time. Indeed, there never 
has been a time when state agents were not 
present in or close to patriotic organisations. 
For years they serve just as ‘sleepers’, then at 
an opportune moment they will carry out the 

Contd. overleaf 
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demolition job that was always their assign- 
ment. In this case, we have no excuse for 
being taken off our guard. They have warned 
us of precisely what they have been intending 
to do! 


Q. Does this mean that you think the people 
in the BNP opposing you as leader are 
government agents? 


A. As far as the most prominent ones are 
concerned, probably not. I know most of them 
fairly well, and I believe that their actions are 
explicable by character and personality traits 
rather than their consciously working to any 
grand ‘enemy’ design. Instead, I would advise 
people to look beyond them to the political 
company they keep outside the BNP. I believe 
that most of the destructive work currently 
being done to undermine the BNP is being 
masterminded outside, but not so very far 
outside, the party — by people in the shadows 
who profess similar political beliefs but for 
their own reasons are not BNP members — 
people who are smooth talkers, inhabit the 
wine and cheese circuit, know how to 
manipulate egos and generally revel in an 
atmosphere of plotting and intrigue. 


Q. In Patriot magazine it has been claimed 
that ‘‘the vast majority of BNP organisers 
and activists’ are backing Nick Griffin for 
the leadership, and elsewhere in the same 
magazine it is stated that he (Griffin) is 
supported by ‘‘an overwhelming majority’’ 
of organisers (85 per cent) and activists (80 
per cent). Further on, Patriot says that ‘‘at 
least another dozen organisers have written 
to Mr. Tyndall asking him to stand down 
for the good of the party.’’ Do you accept 
these claims? 


A. They are a tissue of lies. Let’s deal with 
the last claim first. I have received just one 
letter from an acknowledged organiser asking 
me to stand down, and that is Tony Lecomber, 
the editor of Patriot. I have received another 
letter with a similar request from — Nick 
Griffin! Only recently, and after the public- 
ation of the latest Patriot, have I received a 
third letter to the same effect — again from 
someone who is not an organiser, at least in 
the generally understood sense. Rather 
different from ‘‘at least a dozen organisers’’! 

As for the 85 per cent and 80 per cent, if 
that is true an awful lot of people have been 
lying to me, and I don’t believe they have. My 
information right now is that of the party’s 14 
regions I definitely have the support of the 
majority of leading officers in six (including 
three of the largest ones memberwise); Mr. 
Griffin appears to have the support of the 
majority in four (including two of the largest 
ones memberwise). In the four remaining 
regions (two of which are large and the other 
two small) the issue is not yet certain either 
way. In one of these larger regions support is 
divided, one part leaning one way and another 
part the other way, while in the other, so far, 
there has been a reluctance to make any 
commitment at all. 

And this estimate was made before certain 
recent moves that I have taken, late in the day, 
to make my case known to people in the party. 
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The first of these was in the August issue of 
Spearhead, and there are already signs that it 
has persuaded some people to reconsider their 
positions. This is being followed by other 
moves. 

Bluff is one of the oldest tricks in the 
political game, and my opponents have been 
using it plentifully in order to create a 
‘bandwaggon’ effect so as to sway weak and 
wavering people who like to be on the winning 
side. 


Q. Your opponents are also making a great 
deal of use of the story that in some 
arguments with other leaders a few years 
ago you were pushing for the party to go 
back to marches and big public demon- 
strations, in other words ‘confrontational’ 
politics. Is this true? 


A. In terms of the present leadership dispute, 
this is a complete non-issue. It is true that back 
in the mid-1990s there were some discussions 
of the role of marches and demonstrations in 
BNP strategy. I did not share the view of what 
was probably a majority of my colleagues at 
the time that these were politically counter- 
productive, and I still do not share that view. 
However, I believed it right in this case 
(though not necessarily in all other cases) to go 
along with the consensus, and I therefore did 
not, as is claimed, ‘push’ the matter. Nor did 


NICK GRIFFIN, in Patriot magazine and in 
correspondence with BNP party officers, has 
made great play of what he sees as the 
need for party finances to be placed on a 
businesslike footing. The impression given is 
that Mr. Griffin, if he were BNP leader, 
would ensure much better business manage- 
ment than has been the case in the past. 
But of one matter Mr. Griffin has had 
much less to say — in fact nothing at all to 
say except when challenged. This is that on 
the 16th June 1994, at Welshpool & New- 
town County Court in Mid-Wales, he was 
declared bankrupt with debts of £70,000. 
Our understanding of this is that Mr. 
Griffin incurred these debts as a result of a 
bank loan raised in pursuit of a property 
venture. The venture failed and the property 
obtained was sold at a very substantial loss. 
Later Mr. Griffin obtained his discharge from 
bankruptcy by means of help from others. 
Bankruptcy in itself is not necessarily 
always a matter of disgrace. In the early 
1980s, BNP leader John Tyndall was made 
bankrupt. The facts concerning this, 
however, are an open book. Mr. Tyndall 
incurred a fine of £200 and costs amounting 
to £6,414.14 as a result of an action taken 
in 1979 when chairman of the National 
Front. The action was determined by the 
needs of party security and was endorsed 
overwhelmingly by the party’s Directorate. 
On a technicality, however, it was found to 
be in breach of a court injunction that had 
been obtained by members of a subversive 


THE GRIFFIN BANKRUPTCY 


Facts BNP members have a right to know 


I, as is also claimed, accuse of ‘cowardice’ 
those who disagreed with me; that is a ridic- 
ulous fabrication. 

I see the present barriers to marching 
primarily in practical terms: numbers that can 
be mobilised; Home Secretary’s bans; and lack 
of police co-operation in obtaining decent 
routes. For these reasons alone, the matter is 
therefore at present a non-issue. In addition, I 
would not attempt to ‘impose’ such a modus 
operandi as a policy on the party, but would 
only favour a return to it if I could see signs of 
my being able to take the party with me over 
it without conflict, and if the practical barriers 
mentioned could be overcome. 

Frankly, I find the introduction of this 
argument as a weapon in the current leadership 
dispute absurd and dishonest. 


Q. What will you do if you lose this leader- 
ship battle? Will you leave the party? 


A. No, I will not. The BNP is bigger than any 
individual, John Tyndall included. However, 
I do not intend to lose, and I do not now 
believe that I shall lose. It does mean, 
however, that there can be no ‘neutrals’, no 
‘fence-sitters’ in this battle. A vote not cast for 
me is one more vote to the score of my 
opponents. All members must be aware of this 
when the time for the election comes later this 
month! 


group working to smash the party. In other 
words, Mr. Tyndall’s action was taken in 
defence of his party, not in pursuit of any 
private interest. The NF Directorate then 
reneged on its duty to pay his costs, and he 
was thus bankrupted. Later, with the help of 
contributions from supporters, he was able 
to pay off sufficient a portion of the debt to 
obtain his discharge. 

This case, therefore differs fundamentally 
from the Griffin bankruptcy, which evidently 
stems from a failed private business venture. 

Spearhead feels that BNP members who 
are being asked to vote for Nick Griffin in 
the forthcoming leadership election do at 
least have the right to know the full details 
of his bankruptcy case before they decide. 

And while we are on the subject of 
business fiascos, Mr. Griffin might also 
make known to members the details of 
another failed venture some years ago in 
which a sum of money was obtained from a 
then supporter to purchase equipment for a 
printing plant. The equipment subsequently 
proved to be quite useless and this enter- 
prise also hit the rocks, with the supporter 
badly out of pocket. 

It is very possible that Mr. Griffin will 
claim, as with his various failed political 
ventures, that none of this was his fault. 
However, we feel, as stated, that the full 
details should be made known to BNP 
members and voters so that they may make 
up their own minds. 

Will Nick Griffin please oblige? 


PATRIOT BUNKUM 


JOHN MORSE looks at the latest hype 
behind the Griffin takeover bid 


HOW MUCH bunkum can you swallow? 

For the very gullible, there is the latest issue 
of Patriot magazine, in which you can read all 
about the best thing since sliced bread. I refer 
of course to the ‘Man of the Millenium’, the 
fresh and vibrant new face, the broom that is 
going to sweep away the cobwebs of the alleg- 
edly failed nationalist past. Yes, folks, we’re 
talking about Patriot’s patent product, Nick 
Griffin! 

It’s a trifle strange that Patriot should be 
feeling the need to put such effort into this 
hype since, according to its leading article, the 
whole thing is a foregone conclusion. Appar- 
ently, ‘‘the vast majority of BNP organisers 
and activists are backing [Nick Griffin] for the 
leadership.’’ This is the first we knew of it! I 
suspect that it may also be the first the 
esteemed editor of Patriot knew of it too! This 
looks more like the standard advertiser’s trick 
of promoting a product by claining that 
everybody is buying it. 

More soft soap for the herd c:ops up in the 
same editorial where it is statec that, although 
the top priority for the British National Party 
is to recruit as many as possible of the current 
crop of enquirers from the Euro Election to 
membership of the party, ‘‘the leadership 
contest won’t interfere with this in any way.”’ 
Apparently, John Q. British Public will just 
rush, head over heels with enthusiasm, into a 
party torn apart by an internal power-struggle! 

So, dear Patriot reader, having had your 
intelligence thoroughly insulted on Page One, 
you can just switch your brain off and allow 
your emotions to be transported by the paeans 
of praise — and self-praise — of Mr. Griffin 
that follow! 

Wouldn’t Nick and his pals love it if you 
did! 


Getting to know the challenger 


There follows an interview with Nick 
which, according to Patriot’s editorial, will 
enable party members to ‘‘get to know this 
man better.’’ Some of us have known him for 
years and, yes, in a backhanded sort of way 
which might not have occurred to the PR 
geniuses of that magazine, it will help people 
to know our Nick a good bit better. All you 
need to do is keep your wits about you, 
avoiding the verbal wiles and blandishments 
both of said PR geniuses in general, and Nick 
in particular, in what you read. 

Nick makes some play with his past record 
in the nationalist movement. It is therefore 
necessary for us to delve into that swamp as 
well. 

Just note, to begin with, two fixed rules of 
the game which Patriot wants you to observe 
at all times:- 


(1) Nothing that ever went wrong with any 
nationalist organisation when Nick was at the 
head of it (which happened regularly, freq- 
uently and often) was ever his fault. 
(2) Nothing that ever went right in any nation- 
alist organisation which John Tyndall led was 
ever to his credit. 
Got that straight? Right, then let’s begin. 
For the uninitiated, here are the facts of the 
situation of nationalism in Britain circa 1980, 
when the upwardly mobile phase of Nick’s 
career in the movement strictly started. Up 
until that time, the National Front, to which in 
the 1970s many of us belonged, had made big 
strides in British politics. It was, in effect, 
Britain’s fourth party, occasionally trouncing 
the Liberals into last place in elections. This 
happened under John Tyndall’s leadership. 
The only serious disturbance to this was the 
split in the middle of that decade due to the 
rise to the NF leadership of one John Kingsley 
read. Our Nicholas contrives to falsify the 
facts of this case to John Tyndall’s detriment 
by claiming the split was caused by the latter’s 
dissatisfaction at being ‘given’ the deputy 
chairmanship by Read. As Nick must in reality 
know, John Tyndall was elected to this post by 
a majority of the party’s Directorate. Since on 
his death in 1986 Read was ‘outed’ as having 
been a covert agent and informer for the left- 
wing anti-nationalist periodical Searchlight, 
whose role is to subvert parties like the NF 
and the BNP, partly by infiltrating disruptive 
undesirables into its ranks, Mr. Tyndall was 
hardly proven wrong in having fought Read to 
the finish and driven him out, restoring the 
unity and success of the Front in the middle- 
to-late *seventies. Nick Griffin knows about 
Read’s pedigree; why didn’t he mention it? 
In 1980, after a huge effort, fighting over 
300 seats in the general election of the 
previous year, the NF split, due in large part 
to a homosexual scandal surrounding Martin 
Webster, one of its most prominent and 
powerful figures. The NF Directorate failed to 
support John Tyndall’s efforts to solve the 
crisis of morale arising from out of this state 
of affairs, refusing to allow him the authority 
necessary to expel Webster, and thereby 
demonstrating the insuperable corruption and 
inertia of most of its then members. 


Beginnings of the BNP 


In a principled move which cost him dear in 
personal terms, John Tyndall accordingly left 
the National Front, which he could see was 
past saving in its then form, rallied the healthy 
elements remaining in the party and event- 
ually, in 1982, formed them, together with 
some nationalists from elsewhere, into the 
British National Party. It was hoped and 


expected that in time the NF rank and file 
could be reunited with us in this new and 
reformed organisation, which would supersede 
the Front. Thus we kept close contact and, as 
far as possible, polite relations with ordinary 
National Front members, and were well 
informed of what was going on in their party. 

Nick stayed on in the Front, with Webster 
effectively in absolute control, and spent his 
time advancing up the leadership ladder. At no 
time did he or any of the NF’s other leaders so 
much as say ‘boo’ to Webster, much as they 
slagged him off behind his back. 
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The Patriot interview 


In his Patriot interview, Nick manages a 
veritable feat of mnemonic alchemy in regard 
to ensuing events; the dross is transformed to 
gold by verbal sleight. Apparently, despite his 
lack of visible resistance to Webster at any 
time up to 1983, he was right and John 
Tyndall wrong over the whole issue! 

On Nick’s showing in Patriot, he had 
always agreed with Mr. Tyndall’s belief in the 
imperative necessity of ousting Webster, but 
took the view that this could be done from 
within the National Front without dividing the 
party. This is rather rich coming from 
someone who was always near the top of the 
NF throughout the 1980s, when it was 
constantly riven by internal division and: 
eventually (1986) suffered a major, and 
terminal, schism in which Nick Griffin was a 
leading participant. 

Webster was indeed removed in 1983, and 
this seems to be the basis for Nick’s claim of 
righteousness for himself and error for John 
Tyndall. What he doesn’t say (careful neglect 
of key facts is another device running through 
the interview) is that Webster’s dismissal 
happened only under moral pressure from the 
BNP. In particular, the July 1983 Spearhead 

Contd. overleaf 
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published for the first time the incontro- 
vertible documentary proof of Webster’s 
perversion in a form that no member of the 
NF could deny. The impact on the latter party 
and its supporters was enormous, and effect- 
ively threatened the NF with a haemorrhage of 
members if nothing was done. 

It was only now that Nick & Co. made their 
move. They didn’t do this with moral courage, 
as John Tyndall and his colleagues had in 
1980. Oh no! In fact, their method of ousting 
Webster was as sordid as their inaction had 
been over the previous three years. It was all 
done by a typically squalid Directorate 
intrigue. Not once did Nick or his friends 
openly confront Webster over his homosex- 
uality. He was ousted from his party offices 
and paid employment on other pretexts. 
Subsequently, as a former employee, Webster 
took the NF to an industrial tribunal for unfair 
dismissal and won a four-figure sum. 


‘Rebuilding’ the NF 

Next, Nick’s fertile imagination goes into 
overdrive. He regales us gawping plebs with 
tales of how, after Martin Webster’s departure, 
he and his friends heroically ‘‘set about 
rebuilding the NF.”’ 

‘““From 1983,’’ he says, ‘‘the party entered 
a period of rapid growth and improvement.”’ 
‘Strange to say, neither we experienced NF- 
watchers in the British National Party, nor 
most of the NF’s surviving members, managed 
to notice any of this ‘growth’ or ‘improve- 
ment’. Low morale, dwindling numbers and 
abysmal votes characterised the party at that 
time, as far as any of us could see. Was there 
perhaps something we all missed which only 
the refined and superior wisdom of Mr. 
Griffin was capable of perceiving? 

So far as we knew by the mid-1980s, the 
only ‘growth’ or ‘development’ that were 
going on were in the area of ideological 
eccentricity. Nick had always had a shine for 
Otto Strasser, the leftist German Nazi of the 
1920s, who believed in combining workers’ 
control of German industry with a foreign 
policy of alliance with Soviet Russia. To this 
Strasser worship was now added, in Griffin’s 
case, an admiration for Libyan dictator 
Muhammar Gaddafi, which extended to the 
point of political insanity. Shortly after WPC 
Yvonne Fletcher was murdered by a gunman 
at the Libyan Embassy in London, one NF 
speaker at a public rally declared: ‘“We don’t 
care about Yvonne Fletcher. She was just one 
of Thatcher’s agents!”’ 

Of course, though Nick was in the forefront 
of all this, you understand that none of the 
new disasters that now engulfed the National 
Front was any of his fault. On goes our Nick, 
relentlessly suppressing material facts as 
eagerly as he hunts out his scapegoats. 

The first of these is then-member of the 
Directorate Ian Anderson, whom he blames 
exclusively, but without a word of explanation, 
for the split of 1986. In fact, Anderson’s split 
didn’t come from nowhere. It was caused, as 
Nick can hardly be unaware, by the fact that 
the NF had gone so far into Gaddafi-driven 
orbit that it was fast losing touch with the 
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more earthbound remnant of its supporters. 
Most of these were big-city dwellers beset 
with the third-world ghettoisation of the 
neighbourhoods in which they lived, and 
unimpressed (to say the least) by grovelling 
articles in NF publications glorifying third 
world leaders and American Black Muslim 
militants not exactly noted for the tenderness 
of their feelings towards white people. 

Nick claims personal credit for introducing 
computerised production techniques in NF 
newspapers and periodicals. It is perhaps a 
pity that, largely under his influence and 
direction, this technical innovation was, as we 
well recall, used to produce masses of the said 
ideological drivel which went so far to alienate 
his own members. 

Scapegoat (or scapegoats) No. 2, stood in 
the dock by Nick to explain the next stage of 
the NF’s slide to extinction, are the people to 
whom he refers as ‘religious cranks’, who 
started “‘bedevilling’ the party in the late 1980s 
in some way not fully explained. Nick does 
not tell us how these strange interlopers got 
there, nor why he allowed them to do their 
bedevilling. We are just left to conclude that 
(yes, you’ve guessed it!), once again, despite 
the fact that he was still the NF’s leading light, 
none of this was down to him! e 

At this point, by his own account, Nick 
slung his hook. 

It is apparent that he did no more to resist 
the baneful presence of the alleged ‘religious 
cranks’ in what was left of the NF than he had 
the baneful presence of Martin Webster in the 
early 1980s (until forced by outside pressure). 
This would seem to be the story of his life 
whenever things get tough and there’s no 
immediate reward to be had from the situation 
in which he finds himself. 

In fact, if the Front was, as he says in 
Patriot, ‘‘not worth saving’’ by 1989, when he 
left it, this amounted to nothing that John 
Tyndall hadn’t been telling him and his 
colleagues, year in, year out, for a decade. But 
listening to good counsel is not our Nick’s 
strong point. When the Griffin bit is between 
the teeth as he races off with pig-headed 
impetuosity on his latest half-baked hobby 
horse, there really is no stopping him, as he 
looks neither to right nor left, thundering into 
the valley of death — and of course dragging 
all and sundry after him. 


Whitehall farce 


A French officer witnessing the original 
charge into that valley of death was heard 
saying: C’est magnifique, mais ce n’est pas la 
guerre!’ Well, on Nick’s showing, his next 
move after quitting the NF was far from 
magnifique. And it definitely wasn’t la guerre 
either. If anything, it was Whitehall farce. 

We don’t know whether in fact Nick wrote 
and composed the whole of the would-be eulo- 
gistic Patriot interview of himself. But whether 
he did so or not, when he comes to describe 
his adherence (once more as a leading light) to 
the ‘International Third Position’, he has 
evidently lost the plot. For what follows is 
likely to recommend him less as the serious 
political leader Patriot wants us to take him for 


than as a superb object for satire. 

“I helped found the International Third 
Position,’’ he admits. But then, it seems, he 
made an odd and totally unexpected discovery! 

“It rapidly became clear,’’ continues 
Nicholas in innocent tones of shocked surprise, 
“‘that it (the ITP) was firmly in the hands of 
the same clique of religious cranks who had 
already earned the NF a well-deserved reput- 
ation of ideological craziness.”’ 

Apparently, whilst he and these alleged 
religious cranks were in the very act of doing 
their founding he failed to notice who they 
were! 

So there we have it. Our Nick managed to 
get himself into the toils of those dreaded 
religious cranks, not just once but twice! To 
do so the first time might be put down to 
accident, but to do it the second time — and 
with the same lot as before, without even 
recognising them! — looks like downright 
idiocy. 

It all sounds rather like the episode of Monty 
Python’s Flying Circus, in which the Spanisn 
Inquisition kept unexpectedly turning up. 

In fact, for a ‘Man of the Millenium’ Nick’s 
own self-confessed record in the Patriot 
interview shows him to be extraordinarily 
short on judgement. Going on the elementary 
admitted facts, who actually got it right in the 
1980s: Nick Griffin or John Tyndall? Tyndall 
said the NF was a busted flush in 1980. Nick 
Griffin spent the decade aggressively denoun- 
cing him for it (read the NF publications of the 
time if you disbelieve this). 

During that decade, the British National 
Party grew from almost nothing to become 
practically the only nationalist party — and 
certainly the only viable one — in Britain, 
under the leadership of John Tyndall. The 
National Front, during the same period, shrank 
from being only viable nationalist party in 
Britain to practically nothing — to a great 
extent under the leadership of... Nick Griffin! 


Nick joins the BNP 


Then, to put the final cherry on the icing, 
the very same Nicholas Griffin who had 
damned Tyndall and the BNP for over 10 
years finally, if rather belatedly, joined us in 
1996, in the wake of large numbers of his 
erstwhile followers who had been doing so 
from 1992. This was surely an excellent 
illustration of the type of behaviour failed 
leaders engage in, as described by Mike 
Newland’s reference in the same Patriot 
magazine to the 19th century socialist polit- 
ician who, seeing his followers about to 
assemble in the street for some direct action, 
rushed out shouting: ‘‘I am their leader. I must 
follow them!”’ 

This might have been seen not only as the 
sincerest form of flattery on Nick’s part, but as 
the sincerest confession of error. It is a pity 
that this implicit insight into his own short- 
comings seems now to have deserted him. 
Woe betide the man who loses sight of his 
own limitations! And woe betide his followers! 
Every fool may find a bigger fool to admire 
him, or maybe a number of bigger fools. But 
it is more often than not the followers who pay 


most heavily for the disaster that ensues. 

Since joining the BNP Nick has shown quite 
a lot of energy. Giving credit where it’s due, 
much of this has been creative — at least until 
his leadership pretensions got the better of 
him. There is no doubt that Nick is intelligent, 
that he has talents, or that he has a number of 
middle management abilities. In his Patriot 
interview, he makes much of his initiatives 
since he joined the BNP, never hesitating to 
use the first person singular in connection with 
anything and everything that has been done to 
improve the party’s organisation in the last few 
years. The great Griffin ego haunts the pages 
of Patriot, and never more so than when 
claiming sole copyright on every useful BNP 
innovation of recent times. 

Putting it mildly, this is just a smidgen over 
the top. Sometimes, in fact, it verges on self- 
parody. Whilst Nick has injected a few 
imaginative touches to pre-existing ideas, such 
as the party’s Internet activity, helped activate 
the Media Monitoring Group and come up 
with a number of new ideas of his own, the 
development of the party organisation has in 
fact been a team effort, not a one-man band. 
Much of it has occurred, not because no-one 
had ever thought of such things before the 
great Nicholas came on the scene to enlighten 
us ignorant peasants about the possibilities, but 
because before the recruitment of new talents 
following the 1997 election there was nobody 
to take them on. 


Who built the foundations? 


In fact, Nick’s successes, whilst welcome, 
have to be seen in proportion. He makes much 
of his skills in organisation and PR. But he is 
not the only one in the party with such skills. 
Dare one say at this point that even the 
despised John Tyndall, whom our mercurial 
newcomer now wishes to consign to a position 
of subordination to himself, also has some 
skills in both areas. This apart, without John 
Tyndall and his stability and staying power 
there wouldn’t even be an organisation for 
Master Griffin to join, work in, and be paid 
for working in, in either of his two favoured 
categories of activity! Even Patriot’s editor in 
his leading article, and Michael Newland in 
his, have to acknowledge that much. 

The basics are only in place to provide an 
occupation, and a platform, for all these 
gentlemen because John Tyndall is there. As 
for Griffin’s initiatives, some time may have to 
elapse before the success, or otherwise, of 
many of them can be known. He has only 
worked for the party a short while, and many 
of these initiatives haven’t been in place long 
enough for their value to have been fully 
proved. 

And fine as some of Nick’s specialist skills 
may be, they don’t of themselves qualify the 
person who possesses them for the top job. 
However good an advertising manager, or an 
organisational innovator, in a corporate hier- 
archy might be at his work, his specialist 
expertise doesn’t entitle him to demand the 
managing director’s job. 

As those acquainted with him will know, 
Mike Newland especially likes to draw com- 


parisons between business management and the 
running of our party. But as is obvious, no 
sane undertaking of any kind would choose an 
employee, let alone a head, by appointing the 
applicant with the worst c.v.! 

And which of the two c.v.s would you 
choose if you were the party’s head-hunter — 
as, in effect, you are if you are a BNP 
member with a vote in the forthcoming leader- 
ship contest? Would it be John Tyndall’s c.v. 
or Nick Griffin’s? That of the man who built 
up a party in the 1970s with a membership of 
around 12,000 or that of the man who played 
a leading role in reducing that same party to a 
few minuscule splinters with memberships 
numbered in two figures by the end of the 
1980s? In all honesty, there is no contest! 

In fact, Nick has never been a success as a 
leader. His only success, or relative success, 
in nationalism has been as a lieutenant to John 
Tyndall over the last three years or so, for all 
of which, incidentally, he has been paid, 
including a not ungenerous monthly emol- 
ument for the production of Spearhead, which 
he for some reason fails to acknowledge in his 
Patriot interview. 

All you get from Patriot is spin. Behind the 
spin there isn’t much-substance. 


Has the leopard changed? 


Given Nick Griffin’s record, you could only 
sensibly vote for him if you believed that his 
character had undergone some miraculous 
change. The very fact that he is mounting his 
present challenge gives the lie to any such 
notion. In his interview he denies having been 
very much involved in splits within the 
nationalist movement. In fact he has been at 
the cutting edge of every split since 1980. A 


few years ago, this writer was present in a 
room with John Tyndall, Nick Griffin and 
others when Nick swore blind that he could 
bring about the division of UKIP (United 
Kingdom Independence Party) at any time he 
liked (he claimed to have an infiltrator within 
that party). The whole business of intrique, 
often ‘too-clever-by-half’ intrigue, seems to be 
the breath of life to him. His current high- 
adrenalin assault on the leadership of the BNP 
is only more of the same. 

As for UKIP, we’re still waiting for Mr. 
Griffin to deliver! At the last count, it had in 
fact won a seat or two in the European 
Parliament — something that Nick assured us 
before it happened would be a catastrophe for 
the BNP, which we must stop at all costs. 
Most of such talk has now fallen away. 

But that’s how it is with Nick and words: 
promises here, glorious vistas there. Now 
Wayne Ashcroft (of Cook Report fame) is 
about to be made deputy chairman of the 
BNP. Now our more naive activists are jollied 
along with the thought of our capture of at 
least one Euro seat. Take your pick. Heaven is 
just round the corner. All you have to do is 
trust Nick — and of course give him your 
vote! 

It’s all of a piece. According to Patriot, 
Nick is a man of ‘phenomenal vision’. The 
trouble is you can’t tell what the vision is 
going to be from one moment to the next. 
Since 1980, Nick has been, in succession, a 
Strasserite Nazi, a pedlar of Mr. Gaddafi’s 
‘Green Book’ summarising the Libyan Utopia, 
a friend of ‘religious cranks’ inside the 
National Front, a friend of the same ‘religious 
cranks’ outside the National Front, a hard-line 

Cont. on page 16 


HATCHET MAN COOK 


Griffin played right into his hands and embarrassed the BNP 
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SPECIAL LETTERS FEATURE 


The BNP leadership issue: 


SIR: Though I regret I have been unable to 
take an active part in BNP affairs for some 
years. I hope that as a founder-member of 
the party and former editor of British Nation- 
alist | may be permitted to make a few 
comments regarding Mr. Griffin’s lament- 
able campaign to wrest the party leadership 
from John Tyndall. 

Over the years, it has become increas- 
ingly obvious that whenever a nationalist 
party is making steady progress, as the BNP 
has been doing under Mr. Tyndall’s leader- 
ship, a would-be alternative ‘leader’ suddenly 
appears on the scene. Whether by intention 

Or otherwise, these people do incaculable 
harm to the nationalist cause. 

I believe there are three categories of such 
would-be ‘leaders’: those who are adven- 
turers and exhibitionists who enjoy the 
excitement of causing turmoil and mayhem; 
those whose ambition exceeds their ability; 
and those who have a hidden agenda, the 
ultimate aim of which is the destruction of 
British Nationalism. I do not know to which 
of these categories Mr. Griffin belongs; but 
what I do know is that if his attempt to oust 

-Mr. Tyndall succeeds it will have a catas- 
trophic effect on the future of our party. 

For many years, John Tyndall has been an 
outstanding party leader. Indeed, apart from 
A.K. Chesterton, he is the only credible 
leader we British Nationalists have had since 
World War II. Aside from doing his national 
service, he has spent almost his whole 
working life in the cause of his race and 
nation. It would be sheer folly to replace him 
at this juncture when the party is just 
beginning to make headway and gain the 
respect of the British people. In the space of 
a letter it is not possible to enumerate John - 
Tyndall’s many qualities and achievements. 
These I have already expressed at greater 
length in my introduction to his book The 
Eleventh Hour. 

RONALD G.W. RICKCORD 
Newport Pagnell, Bucks. 


SIR: Although a lifelong active supporter of 
nationalist politics, subscriber to Spearhead, 
etc., I have never been a member of the 
British National Party. 

However, after reading of an attempt to 
break up the BNP, an excellent organisation, 
I have now, together with my husband, sent 
our applications for membership so that we 
may be able to vote in the leadership contest, 
‘which in my opinion is quite unnecessary. 

Why is it that whenever an organisation — 
be it commercial or political — successfully 
survives all difficult obstacles, in come the 
newcomers trying to take it over? 

I sincerely hope that all BNP members, 
old and new, do not have to think twice 
when it comes to voting but will give their 
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full support to John Tyndall. We are indeed 
greatly indebted to him for getting us thus far 
by clean methods. 
GISELA HORTON (Mrs.) 
Ross-on-Wye, Herefordshire 


DEAR MR. TYNDALL: I am writing with 
reference to the forthcoming election for the 
chairmanship of the British National Party, 
and to tell you that you will be getting my 
vote. 

I subscribe to your magazine and have 
read with interest what Mr. Griffin has to 
say; but I do not believe he has stated fully 
all of what he believes in — as you have 
done in your book The Eleventh Hour. 
Therefore it is always easy for someone like 
Mr. Griffin to change course in midstream. 

With the increasing number of ex-NF and 
ex-National Democrats joining the BNP, I 
hope we will not get bogged down with the 
old-type NF infighting. 

I have visited two local meetings at 
Norwich, and found that the attendance 
seemed to consist mainly of ex-NF people 
who have only recently joined the BNP. Has 
Mr. Griffin been pushing their recruitment to 
gain their votes? 

I hope Mr. Griffin comes to his senses and 
stands down from this leadership contest, 
although the damage caused by his challenge 
has now been done. 

PETER YOUNGMAN 
Wells-next-the-Sea, Norfolk 


DEAR MR. TYNDALL: I would like to 
extend to you my best wishes and support in 
the forthcoming BNP leadership contest. 

I joined the National Front when you were 
leader in 1976 and was a member until the 
various splits at the end of the ’seventies. I 
then joined the BNP in the early 1990s. In 
my opinion, you are the only true and 
unwavering voice of British Nationalism. 

DEREK SUMMERS 
Sale, Ches. 


SIR: I was appalled and disgusted to learn 
of the attempted Griffin takeover of the 
BNP. 

As a founder-member who was present at 
the party’s inaugural meeting in 1982, I 
recall that the party was created as a 
consequence of a vision for the future 
development of British nationalism which 
those present shared with John Tyndall 

From the outset, Nick Griffin and others, 
standing on the outside, persistently 
denigrated the BNP, while simultaneously 
engaging in their own doomed ventures. 

I was interested to learn that as recently as 
July 1996 Mr. Griffin felt that he could not 
join the party, since he was not sufficiently 
in ‘ideological’ agreement with it. Yet within 
a few months he was on record as conspiring 


to take it over, and even acknowledging that 
he was considering changing its name. All 
very revealing! 

One could have respected Mr. Griffin if 
he had persisted with his own political 
ventures rather than plotting to hi-jack 
another, to which not long ago he was 
apparently hostile. But of course, all these 
other ventures of his collapsed in ruins. 

This plot to take over the BNP has no 
place within British nationalism. Rather, it 
has more in common with a certain class of 
corporate raider. 

The BNP, which we founded back in 
1982, has never been in greater peril. All 
true party loyalists owe it both to themselves 
and to their party to defeat this takeover bid 
decisively by casting their votes for John 
Tyndall en masse. 

MALVERN TIPPING 
Halesworth, Suffolk 


SIR: I read with interest the August 
Spearhead. At last we hear your side of the 
story! All I have heard up to now is: Griffin 
here, Griffin there, Griffin popping up 
everywhere, etc., etc. 
J.A. GOULD 
Peterborough, Cambs. 


SIR: Whilst I greatly admire Nick Griffin 
and supported him throughout his trial last 
year by attending the court every day, I find 
the timing of his bid for the leadership to be 
absolutely staggering. I have not had such a 
good education as Nick, but even I can see 
that this is the wrong time for him to divide 
the party with a call for a vote on leadership. 
We need to stand united, not divided! 

A late friend of mine once told me that he 
left the National Front to join the BNP 
because of Nick’s actions within the NF. 
This does not prevent me respecting the 
man, but I feel that if he goes ahead with his 
plan to stand against John Tyndall he will be 
doing the work of the enemies of British 
Nationalism. This will be the beginning of 
the end for nationalists in this country. 

So, Nick, put your country and people 
first, not your own ego. Wake up to what 
you are doing before it is too late! 

M.J. MORRIS 
Stanmore, Middlesex 


SIR: This letter is just to say that it was 


’ with some disbelief that I first saw refer- 


ences to the leadership bid by Nick Griffin, 
knowing the damage it would do. Now it is 
with real sadness that the news has been 
confirmed in Spearhead. 

All leadership qualities aside, my mind 
went back to 1992 and an article in British 
Nationalist titled ‘Two Different Worlds’ that 
swayed me to the cause. The article was, of 
course, by John Tyndall. Nothing so 


inspiring has yet come from the pen of his 
opponent. 
ADRIAN FLICK 
Hayes, Middlesex 


DEAR MR. TYNDALL: You have, at the 
cost of great personal sacrifice, built the 
BNP into what it is today. Obviously, you 
have had loyal and dedicated helpers but, 
without your inspiration, there would be no 
viable party of the radical right. Surely, 
therefore the leadership is yours to have and 
to hold until such time as you decide to 
entrust things to other hands. 

Having to hold a ballot is, of course, a 
confounded nuisance, but there could be a 
useful spin-off? We shall be aware, at a 
glance, of how many members have brains 
that are functioning properly! 

GEOFFREY V. COMER 
East Grinstead, Sussex 


SIR: I hereby quote three statements from 
three separate issues of Patriot, a public- 
ation which supposedly supports the BNP:- 
(1) Issue no. 2 (1997): ‘‘Morale in the party 
is at its highest for years.”’ 
(2) Issue no. 3 (1998): ‘“The BNP nationally 
is undergoing a resurgence.”’ 
(3) Issue no. 4 (1999): ‘‘The party’s enemies 
have helped, and are helping, the BNP to 
grow.” 
So why do that publication and its backers 
now desire a leadership change? 
D. CROCKETT 
Acocks Green, Birmingham 


SIR: I have just received my August copy of 
Spearhead, and I am alarmed to read about 
the faction fight within the party. 


I am just 70 years of age and all my life I - 


have supported the Conservative Party. 
However, of late I have become very disill- 
usioned with that party, especially over 
Europe, and I have been looking for some- 
where else to place my support. 

It was not until the Euro Elections that, by 
chance, I happened to see the party political 
broadcast for the BNP. I decided to join and 
am now a member: 

You can imagine my consternation when, 
within one month of joining, I read that we 
are to have a big fight over the leadership. I 
consider the whole state of affairs rather 
stupid because, if there is a split, the press 
will soon have it blasted over every front 
page and your election votes will plummet. 
So what is the object of the exercise? 

For heaven’s sake, drop this nonsense and 
get on with the job of building up the party 
so that we can see something for our efforts. 

I feel quite strongly about this affair. being 
a new member, I would not write and inter- 
fere, but as this is the only party that appears 


YOUR VIEWS 


to be the answer to my problems I get pretty 
uptight when I visualise this whole scene 
going down the drain as happened with the 
National Front. See what you can do to stop 
this nonsense. 
JOHN C. FIELDHOUSE 
Exminster, Devon 


SIR: I am dismayed that Nick Griffin is 
bringing on a schism in the party. It is 
regrettable, but you are doing what must be 
done. Your article in the August issue was 
well prepared. I am confident you will 
prevail. All good wishes. 
ERNEST HUME 
Harrison, Arkansas, U.S.A. 


DEAR MR. TYNDALL: May I take this 
opportunity to write to you and express my 
absolute condemnation of the irresponsible 
actions of Nick Griffin. I am absolutely 
appalled that, yet again, political dwarfs like 
this (seemingly) ‘emerge’ and try to usurp 
political parties whose success rests on the 
integrity, effort and dedication of others — in 
this case yourself. 

I know how very hard it is to generate a 
political organisation from nowhere and from 
nothing. In my lifetime, you have succeeded 
in doing this, not once, but twice. You built 
the National Front in the 1970s, and again 
you have built the BNP. I cannot understand 
why Griffin and his fellow conspirators 
would undertake so foolish an action at such 
a time — unless it is consciously to aim a 
death-blow at the cause of British 
Nationalism. 

I have followed the BNP’s progress for 
many years with deep admiration for you 
and your immediate associates. I personally 
believe that if the party is to have any future 
at all it must be led by John Tyndall — for 
there is no-one other than you to do it. The 
alternative would be extinction — that 
political legacy bequeathed by Nick Griffin 
to other groups he has been involved with 
and to which he has administered the kiss of 
death. 

I too recall the 1970s, when as a young 
NF member I watched a similar cabal of 
self-seeking people led by one Kingsley Reed 
(an enemy agent, as it transpired) do exactly 
the same thing as Griffin and his creatures 
are doing now. It is an appalling and treason- 
able act on his part, and for what it is worth 
you have my (and my wife’s) complete 
support in your justified attempt to save the 
party from subversion. We can only hope 
that this latest attempt at usurpation will be 
duly quelled. 

PAUL FLEURET 
London N.19 


EDITOR’S NOTE: We do believe that enemy 
agents are behind the present trouble in the 


BNP, but we do not think it probable that 
Nick Griffin is one of them; his actions, we 
feel, have other motives, though undoubtedly 
these motives render him prone to manip- 
ulation by others. 


SIR: I do not often put pen to paper but now 
is the time. I speak as the most prominent 
and consistent senior BNP officer in the 
West Midlands from 1982 to 1999. 

I have this to say concerning the takeover 
of the party by N. Griffin: Why has this 
come about? Is it ego and ambition, com- 
bined with a devious plan hatched over three 
years ago? Or is it something more sinister, 
hatched by the state security services? 

There is only one man who is competent 
to lead the BNP into the next century, and 
that is John Tyndall. New ideas and initia- 
tives can be acted upon by us all — within 
the constraints laid down by our leader, who 
has given his life to our cause. He is a man 
who has steered us all on a steady course of 
progress up to now. We do not need this 
election, but now that we have it my vote 
will be for the only viable leader: John 
Tyndall. 

KEITH AXON 
(BNP W. Midlands Organiser 1990-98) 
Kingstanding, Birmingham 


DEAR MR. TYNDALL: It is very upsetting 
to hear about Nick Griffin’s leadership 
challenge. If this man has the best interests 
of the party at heart, why is he so intent on 
an action that is bound to cause division? 
Mr. Tyndall, I support you all the way. 
We as members of the party must all unite in 
the interests of Britain’s future. 
S. WHITELEY 
Wythenshawe, Manchester 


SIR: I write with regard to the leadership 
challenge from Nick Griffin (August 
Spearhead headed ‘Why Now?). Contrar- 
iwise, one could ask: ‘Why not?’ It is Mr. 
Griffin’s right, as indeed it is anyone’s right, 
to stand for the leadership if they think they 
can do better. As for ‘Why Now?’, you as 
chairman know very well ‘why now’. Your 
constitutional amendments proposed in 
January would have kept you from a chall- 
enge from Mr. Griffin — the only realistic 
challenger — for a further three years. 

No doubt, you will say that you are 
awaiting the right time to step down and 
hand over to the right person. You’ve been 
saying that for years. If not now, when? If 
not Nick, who? 

TONY LECOMBER 
Woodford Green, Essex 


EDITOR’S NOTE: The matter of changes in 
the BNP Constitution have been dealt with 
elsewhere. It was not a further three years 
but two. 
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Nick Griffin: an ITP statement 


We are reprinting here a statement put out 
in issue No. 981 of the E-Mail newsletter of 
the International Third Position, dated the 
20th August. We strongly urge that British 
National Party members study it carefully. 

It should be made clear that the people in 
the ITP leadership are not supporters of John 
Tyndall or the BNP; nor, as will be equally 
clear from what has appeared in Spearhead, 
are we politically supportive of the ITP. 

What is related below is the experience of 
one particular group of people of Mr. Nick 
Griffin during the time in which he played a 
leading role in their organisation. Readers of 
Spearhead who are also members of the BNP 
may find some of these observations 
particularly pertinent to choices that they will 
be called upon to make later this month. 

Of the matters dealt with under the 
heading of ‘The Facts’, some Spearhead 
readers may find some parts a little outside 
their understanding and not of great interest. 
However, we recommend especially that 
readers study Section (6) and the summary 
that follows it. The observations made in 
these parts are uncannily similar to those of 
people who have watched the progress 
upwards through the BNP of the man who is 
the subject of this report. 


It is now common knowledge that the British 
National Party appears to be on the verge of a 
major split, a split that has its roots in the division 
that has taken place between John Tyndall and 
Nick Griffin over questions of leadership. 

From its foundation in 1989, the ITP has 
always taken the position that it will not become 
involved in exchanges of personal abuse, rumour- 
mongering and political in-fighting between those 
who call themselves nationalists. This position was 
adopted for the good reason that we believe that 
such negative approaches have done far more to 
divide and depress those who are fighting for the 
nation than any action, or combination of actions, 
carried out by this country’s enemies. 

However, we have been compelled to issue this 
statement because of the unusual circumstances 
that surround the present divisions in the BNP. 

The first circumstance is that we have been 
inundated with requests from nationalists of all 
hues to state where we stand: are we for Mr. 
Tyndall or Mr. Griffin? 

The second, and more important, circumstance 
is that it has been put about by various individuals 
that we are playing a behind-the-scenes role. The 
answers to these two questions are:- 


(1) We are backing neither of the two claimants 
to the leadership of the BNP, for the good reason 
that it is not something that concerns us as an 
organisation, either directly or indirectly. This 
matter is solely of concern to those who are 
members of the BNP. This is our position and 
will remain so. 

(2) We wish to make it clear that we are not 
playing any role, visible or hidden, in this matter. 
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We make this point clearly because some have 
been led to believe that because Mr. Griffin was 
once a member of the ITP we were more inclined 
to favour an ‘old comrade’. Nothing could be 
further from the truth. It is for this reason that we 
will make clear our position on Mr. Griffin, a 
position that would be the same even if he were 
not in the BNP, or any other party for that 
matter. 


THE FACTS 


(1) It is a fact that Mr. Griffin was a founder- 
member of the International Third Position. It 
is also a fact that he was out of the organis- 
ation within 12 months. It is also a fact that he 
was told, in strong language, to “‘go away.” 
He chooses now to say that he ‘left’. We will 
not split hairs on the matter. 


NICK GRIFFIN 
A trail of disasters and wasted money 


(2) In a recent interview in Patriot, Mr. Griffin 
says that one of the reasons for the failure of 
the ‘Political Soldier’ NF was that “‘the party 
was bedevilled by religious cranks.”’ He then 
informs people later in the interview that ‘‘it 
became clear that it (the ITP) was firmly in the 
hands of the same clique of religious cranks 
who had already earned the NF a well-des- 
erved reputation for ideological craziness.” 
Given that the leaders of the ITP of a religious 
background were the same as those who were 
in the ‘Political Soldier’ NF, one wonders why 
Mr. Griffin joined them in founding the ITP. 
One must also wonder why he sought to build 
alliances with these so-called ‘religious cranks’, 
as this quotation from the Griffin-edited 
journal The Rune demonstrates:- 


‘“‘We most certainly did not call them brainless. 
On the contrary, the whole thrust of that part of 


the article was the need to bring these people, 
some of the intellectually most capable of the last 
generation of recruits to the Cause, back into 
constructive contact with the broad mass of rank- 
and-file nationalists of the BNP.”’ 

It must also be very puzzling to outsiders 
that whilst Mr. Griffin claims that the NF had 
‘‘a well-deserved reputation for ideological 
craziness,’’ he — a chairman of the very same 
organisation — never spoke out or wrote about 
his unease at this supposed ‘‘ideological 
craziness.” 

(3) Mr. Griffin further states of the ITP in the 
same interview that: “I and a number of 
colleagues believed it (the ITP) would be a 
‘resource centre’ to provide help and exper- 
ience such as cheap printing facilities and 
political training to all nationalists.”” The reality 
is altogether different, as Mr. Griffin well 
knows. When the ITP was founded, it was 
intended, as our history has shown, to be 
completely independent and a wholly different 
kind of nationalist movement. There was never 
any intention of it being a ‘resource centre’. 
The basis for Mr. Griffin’s statement is the 
fact that he produced a document for nation- 
alists in the North of England in 1990, in 
which he gave the world this ‘definition’ of the 
ITP. It was a document produced solely by 
Mr. Griffin, and it was immediately slated as 
rubbish by the founders of the ITP. 


(4) Mr. Griffin likes to give the impression in 
his interviews that he ‘left’ because the ITP 
had gone ‘‘down a political dead end.” The 
reality is altogether different, for after his 
participation in the video A Revolution in 
Action he did almost nothing by way of activity 
—- and this was long before the incident that 
led to the loss of his eye. There was a lot of 
talk, a lot of ideas on paper, a penchant for 
endless strategy meetings and demands for 
perpetual change — but of practical and real 
action there was almost nothing. 


(5) It is remarkable that Mr. Griffin can attack 
the ITP for going down a political dead end, 
when the very ideas on Counter-Power which 
he now presents as original and fresh in his 
articles in Spearhead and Patriot evolved in the 
ITP and have been implemented to a degree 
that no other nationalist group has even begun 
to approach. Thus, if Counter-Power ideas — 
self-help schemes, business, community/family 
fayres/fetes, and so on — are “‘a political dead 
end, why is he so keep to attack the ITP, 
which has been at the cutting edge of this 
strategy, and at the same time promote 
Counter-Power as his idea? Hypocrisy is the 
only word that does this situation justice. 


(6) Despite the fact that Mr. Griffin has 
launched some truly vile accusations against the 
leadership and activists of the ITP — 
accusations both personal and political in 
nature — we have never responded. However, 
we would like to take this opportunity to 


indicate the kind of ‘managerial flair’ and 
‘financial astuteness’ that Mr. Griffin would 
have us all believe he possesses, and which 
were really the fundamental cause of his 
separation from the ITP. 

In 1990, it was decided by the ITP to buy in 
printing equipment, so as to enhance our 
political independence and to provide the 
beginnings of an economic base for the 
movement. This was our first major step in the 
Counter-Power strategy. Mr. Griffin was, 
unfortunately. put in charge. 

He promptly found the only alcoholic, 
suspect-homosexual vendor of printing 
equipment in the country. He paid down many 
thousands of pounds of another nationalist’s 
money for a set-up that we were told would be 
ample for our needs. Four or five months after 
the money had been paid down, we had still 
not received the equipment. It was only 
through the perseverance of other leaders that 
we tracked down the shyster businessman who 
had been paid for it and forced a delivery. The 
upshot, however, was that Mr. Griffin had 
outlaid a huge sum for what can only be 
described as junk. Of course, by this time Mr. 
Griffin had lost interest in this particular 
venture and was moving on to other ‘get-rich- 
quick’ schemes. This event, coupled with too 
many others of a similar, if less serious, 
nature, led Mr. Griffin to be kept wholly out 
of anything connected with money. 

He (Griffin) now chooses to lambast the 
unfortunate nationalist who lost his savings on 
this printing equipment as a ‘drunk’. This is 
merely adding insult to injury. This point 
about financial astuteness is something that 
needs to be fully grasped. Mr. Griffin has an 
incredible talent for coming up with schemes 
that will generate money — at least on paper. 
Our experience has been that most of these 
schemes never get beyond the talking stage, but 
those that did always came to ruin. They 
covered an enormous range of things: building 
supplies, property, tourist initiatives, mail- 
order T-shirts, small businesses based on 
machines for producing particular items — and 
these were almost invariably financed by other 
nationalists. Not one of them ever succeeded. 
And England is littered with nationalists (not 
all in the ITP by any means) who lost money 
in such schemes. It is our belief that Mr. 
Griffin has in the last decade or so left behind 
him debts of at least £150,000 of various kinds. 
In fact, some comrades believe that this is a 
great underestimate of his indebtedness, but 
since we have had no contact since 1991 we 
can only guess at the real figure. 


We will not go into the ins and outs of Mr. 
Griffin’s political career. Anyone who has 
bothered to read his articles in Spearhead, New 
Nation, Nationalism Today and The Rune will see 
that in terms of policy and ideology he is 
inconsistent. He has been a conservative, a 
revolutionary nationalist, a radical National 
Socialist, a Third Positionist, a friend of ‘boot 
boys’ and the skinhead scene, a man committed to 


respectable politics and electioneering, a 
‘moderniser’. Which is he in reality? Perhaps he 
has been all of these quite sincerely — in which 
case his judgement is abysmal; or perhaps he has 
been none of them sincerely — which speaks for 
itself! 

Many people have requested us to go into great 
depth about what we know of Mr. Griffin’s 
personal background. We refuse to do so as we 
do not intend to lower ourselves to his guttersnipe 
level of politics. It is a question of honour that 
private dirty linen be kept private, if not for the 
good of the individual concerned, at least for the 
good of the nationalist cause. We will not go 
public now or ever on such matters, because for 
us discretion lives on even after the breaking of 
friendship. It is a shame that Mr. Griffin does 
not feel compelled to act upon a similar principle. 

Does this mean that Mr. Griffin has no positive 
qualities? Far from it. He is an able writer and an 
accomplished speaker. Yet it has to be said that 
he has grown to believe that everything positive 
that has ever occurred in an organisation of which 
he has been a prominent member has been solely 
or largely his work, whilst, simulataneously, 


Dear Mr. Tyndall, 


My attention has been drawn to an article 
written by you and published in the August 
1999 issue of Spearhead entitled ‘Why 
Now?’. 

At one point in this article you state: ‘‘The 
Griffin... Front made some other weird allian- 
ces, one of which was with an Italian living in 
Britain but wanted for questioning over acts 
of terrorism back home.’’ Given the nature of 
the article, it can only be that you are refer- 
ring to me. 

Thus | wish to put the record straight, 
both for you and for your readership. 

| have never committed acts of terrorism, 
though anyone reading the British press over 
the last 20 years or so could be forgiven for 
thinking that | had. My name has consistently 
been linked to the Bologna bombing outrage 
of 1980, which killed over 80 people, mainly 
tourists. The fact is, however, that | had no 
part whatsoever in this bombing. Indeed, the 
Italian legal system, through its High Court in 
Assissi in 1984, declared that, not only was 
| not involved in this bombing, but that | had 
been a victim of a plot to discredit me by ass- 
ociating me with this terrorism. | was duly 
awarded damages by way of reparation — 
not very much, given the terrible circum- 
stances and the damage done to my reput- 
ation — but sufficient to prove my complete 
innocence. 

These facts, although known in media 
circles, have not prevented the British and 
Italian press from publishing lurid stories 
down the years and making direct or indirect 
allusion to Bolognia. The result is that | have 
sued literally dozens of newspapers in Italy for 


Letter from Roberto Fiore 


everything that has ever gone wrong has been 
down to other folk. The truly uncanny thing about 
Mr. Griffin is that he has managed for so long to 
pass the buck for his failures onto the shoulders 
of others. It is an amazing quality, but whether it 
is a desirable one is certainly open to question. 

We conclude by saying that this statement must 
not be seen as a statement in favour of John 
Tyndall. It is nothing of the sort. Our ideological 
differences are as great as those which exist 
between ourselves and Mr. Griffin. This statement 
is merely being issued because it is important that 
the fundamental truths about the history of the 
ITP are known. This is our last word on Mr. 
Griffin and on the problems in the BNP. It is 
being put into the public domain so that it can 
neither be added to, nor substracted from, by 
trouble-makers for their own ends. 

No doubt, Mr. Griffin will continue to regale 
people with lies, new or rehashed, about the ITP. 
Whatever he chooses to do, we shall not be 
responding. Mr. Griffin can continue to mouth 
lies for years to come if it takes his fancy, but 
whether others choose to listen to them is a matter 
for them. 


false accusation, and I have won every single 
time! Each paper, knowing its culpability, has 
always preferred to settle out of court. Your 
readers may also wish to know that | have 
successfully sued the Daily Mirror in Italy, 
although | had to wait 10 years to obtain 
justice; and there is currently an action taking 
place against The Guardian. 

This is why you will notice down the 
years that my role has changed from one of 
being ‘responsible’, to ‘implicated’, to ‘assoc- 
iated’, to ‘contact with those who...’. In other 
words, the press has continued to seek a way 
of smearing me without putting itself beyond 
the law. 

In Italy | have been convicted jn absentia 
of ‘subversive association’. You will know 
that in British law there is no place for in 
absentia judgements, because of their unrel- 
iability. You may not know that ‘subversive 
association’ does not exist in most European 
legal codes, but in Italy is a straightforward 
political offence; if you are militantly active - 
against the Italian state system, you are a 
likely candidate to be accused of ‘subversive 
association’. 

| trust that you made your allegations in 
your article in good faith, and that they were 
based on the incredible lies pushed in the 
Zionist-produced ‘documentary’, The Lost 
Race, together with gossip you would have 
heard from various ‘nationalists’ and the 
general impact of the mass media. This being 
so, | hope you will be man enough to make 
these points clear in a future issue of your 
journal. 


Yours sincerely 
ROBERTO FIORE 


In Mr. Tyndall’s article last month, to which the above /etter refers, inno place was it stated 
that Mir. Fiore was in any way involved in acts of terrorism in Italy, and we are certain that he 
was not. However, we appreciate that the phrase ‘wanted for questioning’ might have given 
the impression that he was. We very much regret any distress that may have been caused to 
Mr. Fiore by this choice of words, and we extend to him our unreserved apologies. 

The point of the reference was to place the spotlight on Nick Griffin’s constantly changing 
political postures and alignments during the 1980s, and we do not think that what Mr. Tyndall 
said in this respect is any the less valid for this correction. 
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Back to a politically 


incorrect Army 


SINCE it may have to ‘go it alone’, it is 
absolutely vital that the Army remain 
toned and in peak condition; and so 
future training exercises must be both 
more frequent and more stimulating. 

Since the late 1980s, the Army has 
found that its recruits (‘Thatcher’s 
children’, as they have been called) 
have not been up to the physical 
standards of those of past decades. 
Consequently, the toughening process 
had to begin at a lower level of intensity 
and proceed at an easier pace. There- 
fore, an ancillary to National Service 
should be a national physical fitness 
programme. While benefiting society as 
a whole, such a programme would ease 
the transition from civilian to military 
life, as well as expedite the training 
process itself. 

How should such an army be organ- 
ised? 

The flight from Empire, coupled with 
the end of conscription and the corres- 
ponding decline in manpower, all in the 
early 1960s, refocused the Army’s 
attention away from colonial cam- 
paigning to NATO’s Central Front, in 
Germany. There, an increasingly 
armoured and mechanised BAOR 
trained for decades to fight a combined- 
arms aggressive, mobile, defensive 
battle against an attacking Sovet 
armoured horde. Yet in the past quarter 
of a century how has the Army actually 
been employed? Counter-insurgency 
wars have been waged in Northern 
Ireland and Dhofar. Counter-revolut- 
ionary operations, such as the breaking 
of the siege at the Iranian Embassy in 
London in May 1980, are ongoing. The 
campaign in the Falklands was mainly a 
conventional light infantry one, while 
the war in the Gulf was a combined- 
arms offensive armoured thrust. Army 
organisation, then, should be well 
balanced and flexible. 


Potential perils 


The perils a new nationalist govern- 
ment in Britain would probably have to 
face were outlined previously. A clearly 
defined threat, like the Soviet one was 
believed to be, cannot as yet be 
identified. But it is obvious that the 
body of the nation will have to be 
defended, as also will vital overseas 
trading interests and resources. Also, 
some old friends may become new 
enemies, while some nations previously 
perceived as hostile may well become 
new allies. For the Army, this would 
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mean opening up vastly increased and 
varied posting and training oppor- 
tunities. The national interest will 
probably lie in defending these things, 
wherever they may be — in Europe, 
where new nations are emerging every 
year, or indeed around the globe. 

All of this would require an enor- 
mously expanded lift capacity, to be 
provided by the RAF, commercial 
aviation and the Merchant Navy — 
which in turn would demand increased 
RAF and Royal Navy escort capability. 
Therefore, the Army would have to 
repulse foreign invasion at home, as 
well as conduct at least one unforeseen 
major campaign abroad (a ‘come-as- 
you-are’ war), alone if necessary. 
Additionally, it would have to carry out 
continuing security commitments, as 
well as possessing a strategic reserve 
for unforeseen contingencies. 

For the past hundred years or so, the 
peacetime volunteer strength of the 
Army seems to have found its own 
natural level. The late Victorian Army, 
at the height of Empire, was a mere 
200,000 strong, while in January 
1939, before wartime expansion, the 
Army numbered almost the same — 
201,000. Its peak post-war strength 
was 440,000, of whom a little over half 
were national servicemen. In the late 
1950s, with the end of National Service 
in sight, the Army Staff requested that 
strength be maintained at 220,000. 
With the foreseen increase in the 
number of overseas commitments 
which will be required to guard the 
independence of the nation, a Regular 
Army of at /east 200,000 would be a 
necessity. 


Defending national interests only 


Policywise, the Army in a nationalist 
Britain should be committed only when 
clearly defined national interests are at 
stake, never for the sake of some hazy 
global ideal. And, once committed, that 
Army must receive the unconditional 
backing of the Government of the day, 
and be allowed to do whatever is 
deemed necessary to win whatever 
conflict it has been sent to resolve. To 
quote a frustrated colonel, after having 
been ordered by London to rein up his 
men, short of their objective, during the 
Suez campaign: ‘’War is really a pretty 
simple thing. It only becomes compli- 
cated when the politicians take a 
hand.’’ One might add that armies do 
not start wars; blundering politicians do. 


In the 


second 
part of a 
two-part 
should neverbe article, 


employed on police 
duties or ‘peace- 
keeping’ chores. 
Let us see no more 


GEORGE 
POMFRET 


images of young 

soldiers in some looks 
foreign land, 

caught between the ahead to 
lines, trying to "4" 
protect themselves British 
against both sides, 

dodging snipers and defence 
enduring hails of a 
stones or petrol, needs in 
nail or mortar 

bombs, while at the new 
home some middle- 

aged career polit- century 


ician is shown 
‘leading’ the cam- 
paign from the back seat of a bullet- 
proof Jaguar. . 

There lingers a suspicion. During the 
Cold War, NATO writers used to 
complain about the transfer of troops 
from Germany to Northern Ireland. This 
was seen as a drain of resources away 
from the vital war zone. In reality of 
course, the drain was the other way 
round. The commitment to NATO still 
remains today. Additionally, there are 
new commitments: to the armed main- 
tainance of the New World Order; to 
the on-and-off war against Iraq; to 
bullet-catching in Bosnia and now 
Kosovo. The Army’s numbers, 
however, have been slashed. Perhaps it 
is felt that, considering these ‘inter- 
national obligations’, there are simply 
not enough troops left to enforce order, 
let alone win the war, in Northern 
Ireland. And as international interests 
now receive ever-increasing para- 
mountcy over national ones, well then 
— Northern Ireland may just have to be 
sacrificed. Preposterous? Think again! 


The onslaught on tradition 

The unending amalgamations of the 
old regiments, in addition to the 
creation of the monstrous Royal Logistic 
Corps (the exhumation of the stillborn 
Forces Supply Corps), which eats up no 
less than 16 per cent of the Regular 
Army’s total manpower, as an ‘effic- 
iency’ measure, along with the privat- 
isation of many support functions, 
should cause deep stirrings of unease 
about just where, ultimately, the Tory 
and New Labour ‘free market’ mentality 


will eventually lead. BNP policy, on the 
other hand, must explicitly call for the 
retention, and where necessary the 
return, of the regimental system. 

It is not hyperbolic to say that this 
tribal form of military organisation is a 
venerable British institution. It has been 
often praised, and rightly so; and it is 
the envy of armies around the world. 
This unique system, with its traditions, 
eccentricities and particularisms, has for 
centuries fostered the sterling qualities 
of courage and devotion from the men 
who have served under it. And could it 
be that, on an even deeper level, some- 
where in the realm of the subconscious 
or even the mystical, that it is a 
manifestation of our actual physical 
insularity and our ethnic uniqueness? 

The regimental ethos has varying 
applications in the different arms and 
services. The posting of individuals to 
other units within the same arms and 
services, known as ‘trickle-posting’, 
works well amongst the larger corps: 
the many regiments within the Royal 
Artillery, the Royal Engineers and the 
Royal Corps of Signals. The ‘cavalry 
spirit’, too, has survived the necessary 
cross-postings of men between 
regiments in the Royal Armoured Corps. 
Even regimental amalgamations seem 
generally, albeit reluctantly, to have 
been accomplished graciously. 

Not so with the Infantry. Here the 
regimental system is the very backbone 
of the arm, which of course is the 
Army’s largest (infantrymen comprise 
over a quarter of the Army’s total 
manpower). But the county-based 
system, the elements of which were 
first synthesised by Cardwell in the 
1870s, linking regiments to each other 
and to land and people, has virtually 
been destroyed. And morale has 
suffered badly. One of the first duties in 
a round of nationalist military reforms 
must be to re-establish this system, and 
its linkages. This is not mere sent- 
imentality or nostalgia. Recruitment 
depends on it. 

As a rule of thumb, single-battalion 
regiments, and especially unamal- 
gamated ones like the Green Howards, 
have the strongest recruiting records in 
the Army. With a couple of exceptions, 
tribal loyalties within large (two- or 
three-battalion) regiments — let alone 
within the larger, soulless divisions — 
lie with individual battalions within a 
regiment, rather than to the larger 
structure as a whole. Historically, it has 
always been so: an examplé, perhaps of 
natural ‘infantry fragmentation’. This 
would seem indicative that the human- 
scale, battalion-sized unit is the ideal, 
natural size. This would certainly seem 
proven by the recruiting records of the 
large regiments, some very much amal- 
gamated, where county particularism 
has been completely lost. For the 
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Loyalty to the unit has always been one of the cornerstones of valour and discipline 
within the British Armed Forces. This is based on the distinguished fighting traditions 
of the famous regiments across history. Above is a company of the 2nd Battalion, 
Warwickshire Regiment, which fought at Rorke’s Drift in 1979. Because the company 
had recently been based in South Wales, a good many of the men had been recruited 
from that area; hence the strong Welsh content within this heroic unit. 


attractions of serving in a new large, 
artificial entity just cannot compare with 
joining a battalion-sized singularity, 
whose history stretched back to the 
Glorious Revolution. 


Expansion 


The Army in a nationalist Britain 
would be an expanding army; and this 
in turn would provide an excellent 
opportunity to un-amalgamate the 
amorphous multi-battalion regiments 
that have been created through defence 
cuts, re-establish ancient county links 
and revive those famous regiments that 
have been disbanded, like the York & 
Lancaster and the Cameronians. Of 
course, cross-posting will always be 
necessary, but to avoid some of the 
worst by-products of this practice /oose 
brigading, of three or four battalions — 
as was done in the early 1950s, should 
be re-introduced, so that transfers 
would occur between related regiments; 
for example, within a Welsh, Northern 
lrish or Fusilier Brigade. Ancillary to this 
would be the re-establishment of 
individual regimental depots, to serve 
both the regular and associated terri- 
torial battalions. 

British regiments are extremely tensile 
unities. They may expand to the size of 
divisions, or even corps (the Royal 
Fusiliers raised 65 battalions during the 
First World War). Or they can also 
contract to the size of companies (in 
1971 the Royal Hampshire, 2nd Scots 
Guards and Argyll & Sutherland High- 
landers, among others, existed as 
companies — established nuclei waiting 


for expansion to battalion size.). There 
are always company- (and squadron-) 
sized assignments and specialities, 
either independent or attached, in 
abundance. In the post-World War II era 
at least two company-sized units had 
distinguished careers: the Guards Indep- 
endent Parachute Company (Path- 
finders) and the Gurkha Independent 
Parachute Company. As a step towards 
the regeneration of the regimental 
system, the dismemberment of the 
large regiments and the re-establish- 
ment of the county system, the setting 
up of some company- (and squadron-) 
sized regiments might be a good start. 
There were 64 one-battalion line 
infantry regiments and 20 line cavalry 
regiments extant in 1947. To see all of 
these regiments alive and flourishing 
again would be a worthy goal. 


Airborne Forces 


Another goal of a nationalist govern- 
ment should be the expansion of the 
élite Airborne Forces from brigade to 
division size. Instead of increasing the 
number of battalions in the Parachute 
Regiment, this could be accomplished 
by converting certain line battalions (or 
companies) to a fully trained airborne 
role, as, in a way, in World War II 
certain battalions were converted into 
air-landing (i.e. glider) units. Recon- 
stituted, highly selective light infantry 
regiments, such as the Somersets or 
Durhams, would be natural candidates 
for this task. Lest anyone think this 
concept of regimental reorientation too 

Contd. overleaf 
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contortionist, it should be remembered 
that in centuries past line infantry 
regiments often served at sea as 
Marines, and more recently, in World 
War II hulking Guardsmen were 
crammed into tanks and sent into battle 
as members of the Guards Armoured 
Division. 

Lastly, some structural changes 
should be carried out within.the Army 
Air Corps. The AAC currently utilises 
small helicopters in attack and obser- 


PATRIOT BUNKUM 


(Contd. from page 9) 


nationalist with a taste for physical confront- 
ation with the left-wing opposition (see articles 
in The Rune magazine written when Nick first 
started moving in BNP circles), and latterly a 
‘moderniser’ with no taste for confrontation 
with left-wing opposition. And that’s not all — 
now an enemy of religious cranks both inside 
and outside the National Front. Talk about all 
things to all men! fae 

Nick’s words would seem to be whatever 
flavoured chewing gum for the ears that he 
calculates his audience ‘of the moment might 
prefer. It’s all done for effect. To this writer, 
as to anyone else who has had the tiresome 
spectacle of Nick Griffin before their eyes for 
enough years, Nick’s auricular spearmint has 
long acquired a monotonous taste of cow 
dung. 

His great merit, according to Patriot’s 
editorial, is that unlike our present leadership 
he possesses something called ‘political 
cunning’. One wonders whether this is the 
same political cunning that led him to fall 
hook, line and sinker for Roger Cook’s little 
wheeze. There he was in the full glare of the 
TV cameras, quaffing fine wine and, in the not 
inaccurate words of Searchlight, ‘‘baring his 
soul’’ through his cups. Viewers got a few 
juicy soundbites about such things as ‘‘turning 
political people into thugs’’ and the imposs- 
ibility of the Cook crew being anything but 
genuine French Nationalists carried off their 
heads by his own scintillating persona. One 
wonders how many more hours of this stuff 
Carlton TV must still have up its sleeve! 

In his Patriot interview Nick tries to make 


play of 37-year-old photographs of John. 


Tyndall in political uniform, with the sly 
implication that these hold the potential for 
political embarrassment to the BNP far in 
excess of anything that could be levelled 
against him (Griffin). In fact, those photo- 
graphs didn’t stop 120,000 Londoners voting 
NF in 1977. Nor did they interfere with the 
BNP victory in Millwall. But just imagine if 
Nick were leader and Carlton decided to 
release more footage exposing his gullibility, 
egotism, vanity and greed for the edification of 
the British public — not 1962 footage but 1997 
footage. Now that would give a whole new 
meaning to the word ‘embarrassing’! 


The money thing 


Then there’s another thing. Nick hasn’t 
changed in his supposition that there are super- 
rich sugar-daddies all over the place just 
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vation roles, while the RAF flies its 
own, larger, helicopters to transport 
troops and supplies. For purposes of 
better co-ordination and efficiency, all 
these aircraft should logically belong to 
the Army’s inventory. And while we are 
on heli-borne topics, a good futuristic 
step would also be the conversion of 
some cavalry regiments into air cavalry 
regiments. 

For a 21st Century British Nationalist . 
Government, a large, efficient modern 


waiting to give him a buck or two to play 
with. As with Gaddafi in the 1980s, so with 
Cook’s phantom ‘donors’ in the 1990s, Nick 
walked away without a bean. Do we really 
want someone so naive and credulous at the 
head of our party? Everyone in nationalism 
with his head screwed on right knows that you 
have to get the cart before the horse. Donors 
give to those who show success. Political 
success comes before financial subsidies. 
Perhaps that is why certain benefactors in the 
1990s have willed legacies personally to John 
Tyndall, the one rock in a stormy sea (not, by 
the way, at Mr. Tyndall’s request, as Griffin 
has attempted to claim in another Patriot 
article). Nick assures us that he will put the 
BNP on a “‘sound financial footing.’’ But 
would you be willing to shell out to any party 
headed by such a man? Just look at the 
succession of fiascos in the 1980s with which 
his name is indelibly connected! 

As for Nick’s fatuous proposition in Patriot 
that we need to ‘“make an individual’s decision 


to join the BNP something which brings them. 


financial and personal advantages,’’ what 
planet is he on? Who has ever got rich out of 
nationalist politics? Honour, not profit, drives 
nationalists. If it were not so, we would have 
disappeared years ago. 

One hopes this stuff is not another example 
of Nick ‘‘baring his soul,’’ to borrow that 
phrase. 


Catastrophe waiting to happen 

It has not been a pleasant exercise writing 
this article. Having observed Nick Griffin over 
two decades, the present writer had hoped 
when he joined the BNP that, for the first time 
in his life, the new boy would do everyone, 
including himself, a favour by knuckling under 
to the discipline of subordination. This hope 
was made against hope, and without any 
expectation that it would be fulfilled — as 
indeed it has not been. 

Nick might have made a useful colleague in 
the running of our party. But where his capab- 
ilities as a leader are concerned all experience 
suggests that he will never be anything but a 
catastrophe. Some of his backers appear to be 
only too well aware of his shortcomings, but 
are dominated by an obsession with ‘‘getting 
rid of Tyndall.’’ One of these has said to a 
colleague of mine that he regards Nick Griffin 
as ‘‘merely an interim leader’? — in other 
words, a convenient tool for manoeuvring 
John Tyndall out, and no more. Some of these 
people are too intelligent, and have been too 
critical of Nick in the past, really to believe in 


Army is an absolute necessity. This 
may be the Age of Aquarius, but the 
world as a whole seems quite oblivious 
of that fact. And as the global 
movement towards ethno-nationalism 
gathers momentum, the frequency of 
conflict has seldom been greater. The 
forces behind the New World Order 
don’t like it, and they frequently try to 
stop it. In our case, it will be up to the 
future Nationalist Government to see 
that they don’t. 


the songs of praise they sing to him in their 
articles in Patriot. Their anti-Tyndall fixation 
— taking into account JT’s record of positive 
achieve both in the NF and the BNP — 
remains one of life’s enigmas. 

There are others among Nick’s supporters 
who seem to have entered the kind of state 
fallen into by adherents of cults under hypnotic 
spells. It is time they snapped out of their 
trances, applied their critical faculties and 
started looking at the real Nick rather then the 
‘icon’ Nick generated by the over-the-top 
promotional hogwash in Patriot. 

Not all that glitters is gold. Nick may glitter 
very colourfully while hyping up his takeover 
bid in Patriot and elsewhere. But going on 
past form, if he gets what he’s after there isn’t 
going to be any crock of gold at the end of this 
particular rainbow. Once a leader has been 
successfully challenged and driven out, the 
leadership of a party is no longer sacrosanct. 
A psychological threshold is crossed. The 
leader’s position is likely to be seen as up for 
grabs at any time, and one internal faction 
fight will be followed by another. This 
happened in the National Front in the 1980s,,. 
as described earlier. It is all the more certain 
to be the case when whoever is leader is 
palpably incompetent — as will be demon- 
strated before long with Nick Griffin. 

As for Patriot, how far it should be trusted 
for its political judgement is perhaps indicated 
by its treatment of the split in the FN in 
France. In issue No. 4 of Spring 1999, the 
clear inference from its report was that M. Le 
Pen was on his last legs and his rival, Mégret, 
extravagantly praised by Patriot, was about to 
replace him. In the latest issue, No. 5, the 
magazine has performed a complete about-face 
following Le Pen’s hands-down victory over 
his rival in the Euro Elections and Mégret’s 
elimination from the arena, saying: ‘‘All well- 
wishers for the patriotic movement in France 
can only hope that Mégret and his Mouvement 
National sink without a trace and without 
further ado.’’ Lots of egg on the face of 
Patriot’s editor, but so far no admission of the 
fact. 

A moral tale for anyone capable of reading 
it! 


BACK ISSUES NEEDED 


National Front News: Nos. 2-8, 10-19, 
38,44 & 45. £12.00 the lot. 

Spearhead: Nos. 38 & 103. £3.00 each. 
Spearhead: Nos. 1-9, 14, 15, 17 & 18. No 
silly prices please! 


Ring Mr. S. Stevens at 07091 215869. 


SODOMY: HOW WE'VE ALL 
BEEN TAKEN FOR A RIDE 


COLIN VERNON takes a look behind one of today's great sacred cows 


Sensitive ladies may be offended by parts of 
this article and, likewise, it may not be 
suitable for innocent children unless some 
additional guidance is provided. 


The nature of homosexuality 


My Oxford Concise Dictionary (1975 
edition) provides the following definition of 
the word ‘gay’: ‘‘Full of disposal to or 
indicating mirth, light hearted, sportive; airy, 
offhand.’ My Universal Dictionary of the 
English Language gives it as: ‘‘Filled with, 
expressing, inclined to, joy, and lively 
feeling; merry, light-hearted, cheerful.’’ 
There is, as can readily be seen, nothing 
‘gay’ about the activities of the sodomist. In 
straightforward terms, and with apologies to 
the sensitive reader, he is a person who 
obtains sexual gratification by inserting his 
member into the anal orifice of another man. 

This monstrous practice is also known as 
buggery, and was, at one time and very 
understandably, illegal in most countries of 
the Western World. Sadly, this word, with 
its hideous implications, has slipped into 
common usage as an expletive in expressions 
of emotion, such as: ‘‘Well, I’m buggered!’’ 
It is, however, unlikely that those who use 
such words are truly conscious of their 
implications, any more than those who use 
certain four-letter words consider them to 
have any reference to normal sexual activity. 


Paedophilia 


The term ‘toyboy’ has, regrettably, also 
become part of our language, and it is 


undeniable that some ladies, past their prime, — 


hanker after an affair with a virile younger 
man. But, on the other hand, it is unusual to 
read about very young boys being abused by 
women. Almost always, they are the victims 
of homosexual perverts, being sought out by 
men so depraved that only violent pene- 
tration of innocence satisfies their lust. And, 
while we know only’ too well the dangers 
that beset our little girls, we also know that 
the proportion of child-abusers is much 
higher among sodomites than among hetero- 
sexuals. Yet these people believe that they 
should be allowed to raise families! Would 
you give the keys of your home to a burglar 
or put Count Dracula in charge of a blood 
bank? 


The scourge of the 20th century 


They called it AIDS. It came out of Africa 
and is largely contracted and transmitted by 
way of anal intercourse. For years, the 
luvvies tried to keep this from us, suggesting 
that we were all to blame. But, unusually, on 


this occasion the truth just would not go 
away. Allegedly, in some African states 
women are taken perversely as a form of 
contraception. And it is well known that 
prostitutes in Nairobi (poor things; I am not 
blaming them) are required to service their 
clients in whatever manner is demanded. 
Foolish men from our islands, unable to 
control themselves, have brought back home 
the rewards of a few minutes’ lust and 
passed this on to their wives; and the 
promiscuous amongst these ladies have, as it 
were, kept the ball rolling. When you 
consider how much progress we in the West 
have made in combatting killer diseases, it is 
truly sickening to discover what we have 
imported. 


The politics of sin 

Ron Davies, Peter Mandelson, Chris 
Smith — this is no ordinary rogue’s gallery 
but just a few of the queers — yes, queers — 
who are, or have been, in senior offices 
under Tony Blair’s New Labour. Extrapol- 
ating from this basis, we may deduce that 
there must be a few dozen more in the 
parliamentary party, and it is certain that the 
Tories and Lib-Dems nurture several more 
still, not to mention their best friends like ex- 
Minister Edwina Currie, who has always 
been openly in favour of young British men 
being available for buggery at the earliest 
possible age. Naturally, none of these 


perverts, or their allies, advertise their 
interest in depravity when they seek our 
votes. They rightly suspect that, notwith- 
standing years of brainwashing sponsored by 
the ‘gay’ lobby, most ordinary folk are still 
somewhat ‘bigoted’ when it comes actually 
to condoning anal sex of any kind. 


The great fight back 

When the truth is stood on its head, it is 
certain that men and women of integrity will 
notice the inversion and band together to put 
matters straight. They will not succeed by 
moaning behind closed doors. The very 
vocal queer lobby is led and encouraged by 
so-called ‘personalities’, including a lot of 
actors — names and faces familiar to many 
households, whose addiction to buggery 
confers upon it some sort of ‘respectability’ 
in the minds of more simple folk. Of course, 
no headway will be made by the pointless 
crime of ‘queer-bashing’. Instead, we need to 
bring the discussion out into the open — into 
the pubs and clubs and over the garden 
fence. We need to quiz our would-be MPs 
on their views on this subject and reject soft, 
mean-ingless answers. Above all, we have to 
convince society of the pressing need to push 
these people offstage and assert the morality 
that made our nation great. If I may revert to 
my own vernacular of the 1930s, it is time to 
tell these nancy boys that we have had 
enough of them! 


Queers and lesbians on one of their frequent public parades. As the poster says, they want, 


not just ‘rights’, but power. 
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LIFE IN THE ‘NEW’ 
SOUTH AFRICA, 1999 


GEDAHLIA BRAUN reports on recent - 


elections in Mandela’s paradise 


This article is reproduced with acknow- 
ledgements to American Renaissance, PO 
Box 527, Oakton, VA 22124, U.S.A. 


SOUTH AFRICA’S second one-man-one- 
vote elections have come and gone. There 
was never any doubt about who would 
win and who would be the next president: 
Nelson Mandela’s personally anointed 
successor, Thabo Mbeki. The African 
National Congress (ANC) now has a 
crushing majority of 266 in the 400-seat 
parliament. 

The New National Party (NNP — 
renamed from the previous National Party, 
which established Apartheid) has been 
nearly wiped off the political map, going 
from 20 per cent of the national vote to 
about seven per cent, leaving it with 28 
members in parliament. The former Nation- 
alists still cling to power only in Western 
Cape Province, home to Cape Town, with 
its majority of Coloureds (mixed-race 
people), who are often openly anti-black. In 
the 1994 elections the ‘Nats’ won easily, 
with more than 50 per cent of the vote, but 
this year it was marginally outpolled by the 
ANC, and rules in coalition with the 
increasingly popular Denocratic Party (DP). 

With 38 seats, the DP is the new official 
Opposition, and is the only party willing to 
take principled positions against the ANC. 
It is, for example, in favour of re-estab- 
lishing capital punishment, and it is the only 
party to state that it would under no circum- 
stances join an ANC coalition government 
— a declaration it has stood by in the 
Western Cape provincial government. This 
has led some Blacks and liberals to call the 
DP ‘fascist’, an irony for the party of Helen 
Suzman, who was for years the sole 
member of parliament in opposition to the 
ruling National Party and its policy of 
. Apartheid. Prior to 1994, the DP spent all 
its energy trying to end white rule, thus 
helping to usher in the very ANC hegemony 
about which it now complains so bitterly. 
Rising dramatically from three per cent of 
the vote to nearly 10 per cent, it will be a 
significant obstacle to ANC abuse of power. 

The Inkatha Freedom Party (IFP), the 
Zulu-based party of Mangosuthu Buthelezi 
(now Minister of Home Affairs in the ANC 
government), though faring less well than in 
1994, did better than expected, losing only 
about one per cent of its support and 


Page 18 


coming a close third behind the DP. 
Winning a plurality in its stronghold of 
Natal province (where it formerly had a 
majority), it now rules in coalition with the 
ANC. The remaining seven provinces, 
including Gauteng, which contains Johann- 
esburg, are firmly in the hands of the ANC. 


On the way to 
marxist dictatorship 


The African National Congress is now 
just one vote shy of a two-thirds majority in 
the parliament, which would allow it to 
change parts of the constitution, such as 
determining who sets local education policy. 
Practically speaking, though, the ANC has 
more than a two-thirds majority since there 
are several small black parties ideologically 


‘End minority 
rule!’, the 
posters say. 
Well, now 
these black 
South African 
demonstrators 
have got what 
they wanted, 
and it seems 
many of them 
aren’t so happy 
with it! 


allied to it, and at least one MP has already 
promised to vote with the ANC. 

One of the things that supposedly cannot 
be changed even by a two-thirds majority is 
the so-called Bill of Rights, which protects 
free speech, freedom of the press, the right 
to private property, etc. Changing the Bill 
of Rights would require a three-quarters 
majority and approval of six of the nine 
provinces. These rules are not likely, 
however, to prevent a black government 
from doing as it pleases, especially since the 
Constitutional Court, the ultimate arbiter in 
such matters, was entirely appointed by 
Nelson Mandela and is essentially an intru- 
ment of the ANC. It has yet to rule against 
the government on a single issue. 


Why the crushing victory? 


Why, however, was the ANC victory so 
crushing? Many people would think this 
question unnecessary; does not the ANC 
represent the will of the great majority of 
South Africans? Common as this view is, I 
believe it is superficial. An article entitled 
‘The black youths who want a white 
president’ and written by a black journalist 
appeared in the left-wing Weekly Mail & 
Guardian shortly before the election. It 
detailed several ordinary black teenagers’ 
unabashed acknowledgement of what they 
believed to be white intellectual and moral 
superiority, and their own preference for 
white leadership. I have argued at length 
elsewhere (see AR, Setember-October 1993) 
that the great majority of African Blacks 
think as these teenagers do — that they are 


not in the least bothered by racial differ- 
ences in ability and realise that their country 
would be better governed by Whites than by 
Blacks. Liberal South African journalists 
have often been confounded when they find 
these views to be commonplace amongst 
Africans, and more than one has admitted to 
me that I may be right about this. 

The massive vote for the ANC therefore 
requires an explanation, and the first is 
docility. As a good friend of mine, a black 
woman administrator in a large bank, says: 
‘*You mustn’t forget, most of our people 
are uneducated and ignorant’? — meaning 
that they can be manipulated. The leaders 
say: ‘‘Vote ANC,”’ so they do. At the same 
time, the almost universal belief in witch- 


craft means that many doubt the secrecy of 
the ballot. They fear that if they do not vote 
for the ANC they will be found out and 
punished. 


Power of superstition 


An incident from 1856-57 still throws 
light on the extent to which Africans may 
be willing to do as they are told. Following 
an incident in which a young Xhosa girl had 
a vision in which her people were instructed 
to destroy all their cattle and food as a 
means of vanquishing the British, they did 
as they were told — and then starved to 
death by the tens of thousands. Even now, 
a mob of Blacks may rush out and kill an 
old woman because someone claims to have 
learned, in a dream, that she was a witch. 

It is not only in Africa that the psy- 
chology of some Blacks surprises Whites. 
Didn’t American Blacks re-elect a convicted 
drug-user as mayor of the nation’s capital? 
Didn’t large numbers of Blacks dance in the 
streets when double-murderer O.J. Simpson 
was set free? 

Perhaps a clue to the nature of the 
thinking of some ANC Blacks was revealed 
in the party’s reaction to a Democratic Party 
(DP) campaign poster. The DP’s white 
leader Tony Leon — arguably the most 
intelligent and honest politician in South 
Africa — ran under the simple slogan 
‘‘Fight back!’’ Against what was obvious: 
crime, unemployment, anti-white discrim- 
ination, undreamed-of levels of corruption, 
the declining economy, etc. The reaction of 
the ANC was illuminating. It accused the 
DP of really meaning ‘‘Fight Black!’’ The 
poster said no such thing. Why did these 
Blacks react as they did? 

I believe it is because they know in their 
hearts that only the White Man could dream 
up the idea of Blacks running a country like 
South Africa. Only the White Man could 
ignore the fact that black rule has failed 
everywhere else and persist in believing it 
could somehow work here. Yet they are 


told, day in and day out, by foolish Whites 


and their fellow-travelling black élite that it 
will work and that it is wicked to say 
otherwise. So they are in conflict, ‘in 
denial’: they have been persuaded to believe 
things that deep down they know are not 
true. This naturally makes them extremely 
sensitive to anything remotely accusatory, 
and they are always on the lookout for any 
hint of the truth surfacing — which must 
then be shouted down as ‘racism’. At some 
level they also think Whites ought to be 
saying the very things they accuse them of 
saying, that Whites should be fighting black 
rule because black rule can only end in 
disaster. This is why they view something 
quite harmless as an attack. 


Nappy hair 


If this sounds fantastic, do not forget that 
similar incidents have made news in 
America. A white schoolteacher was excor- 
iated for assigning a black-authored book to 
her black students, which extolled the 


virtues of ‘nappy’ hair. Why the outrage? I 
suspect that the protesting Blacks uncon- 
sciously assumed that the white teacher was 
telling the black students their nappy hair 
was bad. This must be what she meant 
because that is what they themselves think 
— as evidenced by the fact that so few of 
them wear a natural hairdo. Blacks 
screamed at this hapless white woman 
because by merely talking about ‘nappy’ 
hair she was drawing attention to something 
that Blacks themselves think is bad. Details 
— like what she actually said — didn’t 
matter. 

Sensitivity of black leaders to the under- 
lying belief that Blacks are incapble of 
governing is shown by frequent claims to 
the contrary. Mr. Mandela and Mr. Mbeki 
are often quoted to the effect that ‘‘people 
say Blacks can’t rule, and yet the sky hasn’t 
fallen since we’ve been in power.’’ State- 
ments like this only reflect their own 
uncertainty, and sometims the facts simply 
contradict the leaders. There has been 
widespread government corruption with 
rake-offs, shakedowns and officials on the 
take at all levels. Mr. Mandela himself was 
quoted in The Star of Johannesburg express- 
ing his ‘‘disappointment at the incidence of 
corruption among ANC members, in partic- 
ular senior activists brought in to cleanse 
the civil service of corruption.’’ When even 
senior ANC men brought in to clean things 
up have their hands in the till there is little 
hope of good government. Mr. Mandela 
might as well set the fox to guard the 
henhouse. 


Mandela and Mbeki 


At the same time, there is reason to think 
Mandela is an unusual African politician. 
He does not seem bent on personal enrich- 
ment and has an endearing sense of 
humour. At one point, he had called the 
minority white parties ‘Micky Mouse’, 
hoping to persuade Whites not to waste 
their votes on them. The DP leader Tony 
Leon replied that “‘the ANC sure has some 
Goofy policies.”’ Subsequently, while 
visiting a friend in hospital, Mr. Mandela 
learned that Mr. Leon was also there 
recovering from bypass surgery. App- 
roaching his opponent’s bed from behind the 
curtain, and speaking in a falsetto voice, 
Mr. Mandela said: ‘“Hello, Micky, this is 
Goofy come to visit you.’’ It is hard to 
dislike someone who has such a playful 
streak. 

There is less reason to think Thabo 
Mbeki is unusual. His constant refrain is 
that South Africa contains two nations, one 
rich and white, the other poor and black. 
He offers no suggestion that Blacks them- 
selves might be in any way responsible for 
this. ‘Transformation’ is the new buzz- 
word, which can only mean taking from the 
haves and giving to the have-nots. Whatever 
restraint Mr. Mandela exercised over pred- 
atory black politicians who want to 
confiscate white wealth is unlikely to be 
exercised by Mr. Mbeki. 


An inkling of Mr. Mbeki’s character is 
shown in his grovelling towards Winnie 
Mandela, convicted of killing a young Black 
(later killed), and virtually accused by 
Bishop Tutu of murdering him and others. 
The former Mrs. Mandela is being con- 
sidered for a deputy ministership, despite 
having outrageously abused such a position 
in the past. Mr. Mbeki explains that she 
was ‘‘unfairly crucified for things done 
within the political atmosphere of the time’’ 
— like kidnapping and probably killing 
young Blacks! Apparently she simply has 
too much grass-roots support to be opposed, 
murderer or not. 

There was widespread concern that Mr. 
Mbeki will continue to centralise power, 
bringing South Africa ever closer to a one- 
party state — the natural desire, it seems, of 
any African politician. This recent landslide 
victory will be an impetus in that direction, 
the very direction the country’s junior-sized 
replica, Zimbabwe, has taken since black 
rule began. 

In the glow of the comically misnamed 
‘African Renaissance’ following the collapse 
of the Soviet Empire, there was one 
universal panacea. As a black journalist 
typically put it, ‘‘lack of democracy on the 
continent lies at the root of its under- 
development,’’ and the end of the Cold War 
was supposed to let democracy flower. Of 
course, the few such democratic ‘successes’ 
— such as Zambia — have proven 
ephemeral. In any case, while democracy 
may help development it is by no means 
sufficient, as India demonstrates. Nor is it 
necessary: Hong Kong, Taiwan, Korea and 
Singapore have all prospered without it. 

What probably is true is that the char- 
acteristics required for democracy — man- 
agerial ability, co-operativeness, mutual 
trust, foresight and discipline — are also the 
very traits that contribute to economic 
development, so that a democratic country 
is likely to be developed, and vice versa. In 
a largely black society, democracy and 
prosperity are likely to be equally difficult 
to achieve. 


Thank you for 
your letters 


Following the last month’s issue, Spearhead 
has been overwhelmed with letters of support 
for John Tyndall in the forthcoming BNP 
leadership contest, with most of these letters 
severely criticising his opponents. On pages 10 
and 11 we are printing a special letters feature, 
with a selection of some of these letters. In fact 
we could easily have doubled the length of the 
feature by printing more. 

Because of this flood of correspondence, and 
the need to pull out all stops to get this latest 
(September) issue to the printers on time, we 
have not adhered to our usual practice of 
sending thank-you letters out to each individual 
writer. We hope that those who have written to 
us on the BNP leadership issue, and those who 
have sent in letters on other topics, will excuse 
this omission and accept this general message 
of thanks to all. 
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ON THE REAL MEANING OF GENOCIDE 


PAUL GOLDING examines United Nations definitions and applies them 
to what is now happening around the white world (Part 1) 


THE ESTABLISHMENT of world gov- 
ernment, which has been taking place 
since World War II ended in 1945, will 
mean the end of British freedom. 

We have reached the point where the 
Prime Minister of the UK feels more oblig- 
ated to obtain United Nations permission for 
British military action than he does to obtain 
authorisation for it from Parliament. 

Since we are so far down this dangerous 
road, I think it is wise to step back and look 
at the ostensible purposes of the United 
Nations, and how well its actions stand up 
to its professed principles. 

One of those professed principles is 
opposition to genocide, that is, the att- 
empted destruction of a people. Let us look 
at the UN definition of genocide. 

The following quote is from the United 
Nations Genocide Convention:- 


“Genocide means any of the following acts 
committed with intent to destroy, in whole 
or in part, a national, ethnic, racial or 
religious. group, as such: (a) Killing 
members of the group; (b) Causing serious 
bodily or mental harm to members of the 
group; (c) Deliberately inflicting on the 
group conditions of life calculated to bring 
about its physical destruction in whole or in 
part; (d) Imposing measures intended to 
prevent births within the group; (e) 
Forcibly transferring children of the group 
to another group.”’ 


Genocide, by the above definition, applies 
to national groups, including Britons, and 
ethnic groups, including people of European 
descent in the United States and South 
Africa as much as any other groups. It is 
my contention that the peoples of European 
descent of this world are the targets of a 
constant, consistent, systematic, sustained 
campaign of genocide, with the intention of 
humiliating, subjugating, and eventually 
eliminating these peoples. This is being 
accomplished on two levels: by means of 
both overt and covert government coercion; 
and by means of both an open psychological 
warfare campaign and, using sophisticated 
psywar techniques, a subliminal psywar 
campaign. 


EFFECTS OF RACE 
INTEGRATION 


Think, for a start, about racial integ- 
ration. All human societies, and indeed all 
forms of higher life on this planet, require 
exclusive territories for their survival. 
Nations and species defend their territories, 
sometimes unto death, because that truth is 
graven upon their hearts at a very deep, 
instinctual level. It is this inner knowledge 
of the need for an exclusive territory that 
makes us naturally group together along 
ethnic lines and makes our young men 
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willing to fight and die to keep our territory 
— our country — for ourselves. We cannot 
survive unless we have a territory exclus- 
ively our own. ‘Integration’ takes that away 
from us. 

I remind you again: Section C of the 
Genocide Convention says that genocide 
amounts to ‘‘Deliberately inflicting on the 
group conditions of life calculated to bring 
about its physical destruction in whole or in 
part.’’ One look at the inter-racial murder 
and rape statistics put out by the Comm- 
ission for Racial Equality is enough for any 
reasonable person to see that Britons (and 
others in this country) have been under 
constant physical assault, due in no small 
part to the promotion of ‘integration’. And 
this ‘integration’ has destroyed our criminal 
justice system; the guilty often go un- 
punished or the innocent are persecuted, not 
on the basis of the evidence, but on that of 
the racial composition of the jury, which is 
acknowledged even by the news media to be 
one of the most important factors in the 
outcome of a trial. 

One particularly horrible consequence of 
‘integration’ is the forced taking of our 
innocent little children, some of them only 
five years old, and busing them into the war 
zones that so many of our cities have 
become — all in the name of ‘integration’. 


THE ASSAULT ON IDENTITY 


Section B of the Genocide Convention 
defines genocide as ‘‘Causing serious bodily 
or mental harm to members of the group.’”’ 
We have discussed bodily harm — what 
about mental harm? To be healthy, every 
child and every adult must have a positive 
sense of identity. In the United States, 
schools used to teach children about the 
positive contributions of their (our) race, 
which founded America and Western Civil- 
isation itself. Children were taught to 
respect the cultures of other peoples, yes, 
but also to revere and honour their own 
people’s achievements, from the Jliad to 
Shakespeare, from Stonehenge to the 


transistor and the walk on the moon. And 
they were acknowledged as their (our) 


This is a scene from 
an Inner-London 
school. Out of six 
youngsters, just one 
is white — and what 
will this little lad 


learn about his own 
heritage in such an 
environment? Isn’t 
this genocide by 
stealth? 


people’s achievements! But under the 
current régime of Political Correctness it is 
considered evil even to acknowledge the 
fact that ours is a European civilisation. Our 
achievements may not be mentioned in class 
or textbook unless, in the same breath, an 
African, an Oriental, or a lesbian comm- 
unist is given equal billing, and historical 
accuracy be damned! 

Meanwhile, the desire of people to live 
among their own kind is called ‘racism’, 
and guilt for this imagined sin is inculcated 
among our young folk in almost every 
book, television programme, motion picture 
or even computer game that is made avail- 
able to them. They are told that their 
ancestors, who built the British Empire and 
the West, were ‘oppressors’ in so doing, 
and that only the communist-inspired ‘civil 
rights’ revolution. of the last few decades 
has finally set things right. They are spoon- 
fed a moral outlook on the world in which 
anything which tends to the survival and 
advancement of White Britons is deemed 
evil, and everything which tends to our 
extinction is deemed good. This perverted 
morality, which does no race any good 
except our self-appointed masters, has 
grievously injured two entire generations of 
our people. It is sick. It is evil. And it is 
undoubtedly genocide — ‘‘causing serious 
mental harm to the members of the group.”’ 

Section D of the Genocide Convention 
defines genocide as “‘imposing measures 
intended to prevent births within the 
group.’’ Ask yourself this question: What 
has been the demographic result of all the 
so-called ‘feminist’ agitation of the last few 
decades? Has it resulted in a significant 
reduction in the numbers of the Third 
Worlders now crowding our cities? Are 
illegal Albanian immigrant women or inner- 
city welfare mothers now taking up careers 
and foregoing children until they’re nearly 
forty? Or is it traditional North Western 
European women who have decided that 
there are things more important than the 
creation and raising of the next generation 
of our people? 


Continued next month 


Mees 


MULTI-RACIALISTS ROASTED 


PHILL EDWARDS, of the BNP Media Monitoring Unit, 
reports on a useful evening’s work in Nottingham 


The City Debate in St. Peter’s Church, 
Nottingham, in July, was advertised as 
being on the theme: “‘Is racial equality 
incompatible with personal self-interest in 
the UK?’’ But, significantly, Sir Herman 
Ouseley of the CRE confessed at the start 
of the meeting that he thought the debate 
was to be on another subject, namely: ‘‘Is 
Britain a racist country?”’ 

Ouseley droned on for almost an hour 
to his rapt audience of assorted nuns, 
priests, some younger people of different 
ethnic groups and an assortment of 
middle-class white, black and Asian ladies 
and gentlemen, nodding gravely as he 
unfolded his woeful tale about ‘racism’ 
(including ‘institutional racism’) and 
beastly white people in Britain. 

Sir Herman complained that, as yet, he 
felt powerless to attack our Parliament, 
and that the CRE was pushing to make 
businesses boycott other businesses who 
did not tow the CRE line and operate an 
active ‘anti-racism’ policy. 

A small British National Party contin- 
gent blended in well with the rest of the 
audience, adding to the surprise when its 
spokesman unleashed his questions down 
the roving microphone. ‘‘I presume, Sir 
Herman,”’ he said, ‘‘that it’s only the 
white part of the population which you 
describe as ‘racist’ — and of course the 
CRE isn’t racist, is it, with 70 per cent of 
its staff being black and Asian?’’ (stunned 
silence in the audience). 

The questioner continued: ‘‘I note your 
desire to attack our Parliament; you’ve 
already attacked and humiliated our armed 
forces with non-discrimination notices. 
The armed forces are there to defend the 
realm, not offer interesting jobs to Blacks 
and Asians.’’ (shuffling in the audience). 
‘*The Macpherson Report into the Stephen 
Lawrence murder, which you mentioned 
earlier, was in my opinion hi-jacked by 
enemies of our traditional society in order 
to attack and demoralise the Metropolitan 
Police force by branding it as ‘institut- 
ionally racist’ ’’ (more stunned silence in 
the audience). 

The questioner then went on to his final 
hammer blow: ‘‘Abundant scientific 
research shows that an IQ of at least 115 
is considered necessary for excellent 
university work or a top managerial job. 
Only about 2.5 per cent of black people 
score this high in IQ tests, as compared to 
16 per cent of white people’’ (cries of 
‘*fascist’’ and ‘‘sit down’’ from the 
audience). 

The questioner ploughed on: ‘‘Why 
then does the CRE not take such figures 
into account and consider that under- 


achievement by some non-Whites may not 
simply be the fault of a ‘racist’ white 
society?”’ 

The political reply to these questions 
was, like the speech, so much hot air. To 
give Sir Herman his due, he seems to be 
quite a pleasant fellow, and when we 
politely questioned him at the end of the 
formal meeting he stood his ground 
patiently and listened. Interestingly, when 
asked, he accepted that there were differ- 
ences between the races. 

A young black man, who was taking 
copious notes at this stage, said he agreed 
with all the views we were expressing; as 
a black separatist, though born in the UK, 
he said he felt more ‘at home’ in Africa 
than in this country. He also predicted that 
because African genes were more power- 
ful than white genes they would eventually 
destroy the white races. I told him that we 
were determined to prevent that, but poor 
Sir Herman’s discomfiture was complete 
when the BNP team shook hands with the 
young Black, directing the following 
parting words to Sir Herman: ‘‘This is 
how you create racial peace and harmony, 
by observing and respecting each other’s 
territory and racial integrity. It’s the CRE 
that’s the real cause of racial antag- 
onism.”’ 


Those wishing to help in the work of the 
BNP Media Monitoring Unit should contact 
Organiser Phill Edwards at PO Box 148, 
Leicester LE3 2YD. Te. 0709 1000 658. 


case SAE would be appreciated. 


ELECTION REPLACEMENT FUND 
Target 25,000: £24,590 still needed! 


Following last month's appeal for contributions to the British National Party’s Election 
Replacement Fund, so far a total of £410.00 has been received. As most readers will 
appreciate, this is a very long way from the target sum that has to be raised, and we 
appeal to all concerned to make greater efforts in the coming month. 

It was necessary to launch the Election Replacement Fund to compensate for heavy 
drawings that the party made from a reserve fund to meet expenses involved in this year’s 
Euro Election. Eventually, these expenses ran some considerable way ahead of what it 
was possible to raise through the normal Euro Fund. In addition, further drawings were 
necessary to meet routine running expenses, for which there was a considerable shortfall 
in income due to the demands of the Euro campaign. 

It is important now to replace the money drawn from this reserve fund, which was 
invested in a building society. The party regularly used money from the interest on this 
investment but had not, up to this year, drawn on any of the capital. This interest made 
a vital contribution to the meeting of regular bills. 

Hence the Election Replacement Fund, with the stated target of £25,000. We hope 
very much that supporters will contribute generously so that this target may shortly be 
achieved, while at the same time the party will have sufficient funds in its current account 
to be able to meet its commitments over the remainder of the present year and next year. 

Donations should be made out to the British National Party and marked ‘Election 
Replacement Fund’, then sent to: PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Receipts will 
only be sent for contributions of £10.00 or over unless specifically requested, in which 


The Eleventh Hour 


The new edition of John Tyndall’s book 
The Eleventh Hour is now available. 

This book has been described as the 

‘bible’ of the British National Party. First 
published in 1988, it has now been updated 
to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene that have since occurred. 
The book gives comprehensive coverage of 
all the major current issues affecting Britain. 
Running to 537 pages, it is also partly auto- 
biographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening 
and subsequent life’s work. 
Price: hardback £25.00 plus £3.90 p&p; 
paperback £17.50 plus £3.05 p&p. Please 
send cheques to Albion Press, PO Box 
117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


thes. 
ie 


must read if 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyndall 
and the BNP 

stand for. 
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RSNA EEN 


The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW 


SIR: After Mrs. M. Ballard’s account 
(Spearhead, July) of Protestant behaviour 
during Elizabeth the First’s reign, you 
might like to set the record straight by 
publishing a few details of Mary Tudor’s 
reign which immediately preceded it. 

‘Bloody Mary’, as she came to be 
called, was no cocktail but the Catholic 
elder half-sister of Elizabeth. On Mary’s 
accession, it would, according to 
Trevelyan’s Shortened History of England, 
“‘have been safe... to restore the Latin 
Mass and discreetly burn a dozen 
Protestants a year.’’ Instead, Mary 
married the King of Spain and burned 300 
Protestants in (only) four years, believing, 
according to Trevelyan, *’... the souls of 
the English would be safer in Italian and 
Spanish hands.’’ Amongst those burned 
at the stake for heresy were Archbishop 
Cranmer (author of the Prayer Book) and 
Bishops Ridley and Latimer. 

When she died on the 17th November 
1558, England was ”’... ill-governed and 
disgraced in peace and war, without 
arms, leader, unity or spirit (and)... to all 
intents and purposes an appendage of 
Spain.’’ (Trevelyan again). 

(Dr.) T.S. MORLEY 
Greeba, Isle of Man 


SIR: Mrs. Ballard’s view of the history of 
Christian martyrdom in Medieval England 
cannot be allowed to go unchallenged. | 
think that John Tyndall’s illustrious 
ancestor, William Tyndale (1490-1536), 
burned at the stake (actually in the 
Netherlands) for daring to translate and 
disseminate the Scriptures, can be cited 
as one example of many (estimated at a 
staggering fifty million worldwide) of 
Protestant witnesses horribly murdered at 
the instigation of the Bishops of Rome 
under the temporal power which they 
exercised for over twelve centuries. 

The memories of English Protestants 
may be short, but those of Ulster folk are 
not, hence their reluctance to be sub- 
jected to the modern-day successors of 
their forebears’ persecuters and 
tormentors. 

G.M. HUBBARD 
Peacehaven, Sussex 


SIR: The Government has sanctioned new 
trials of GM crops. Why? Who needs 
them? GM crops or not, the earth will not 
be able to sustain a population of an 
infinite number. 

GM crops were never intended to feed 
more people, but are seen as a means of 
cornering the market in food. 

The seeds from GM crops are sterile. 
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This means that farmers will have to buy 
seeds from Monsanto, or whoever has 
control of them. The price can be 
dictated. 

Moreover, the chances are that tests 
we have not been told about, tests that 
have been conducted in absolute secrecy, 
have shown that seeds from accidentally 
cross-pollenated natural strains are 
probably sterile as well. If this is indeed 
so — and it is common sense to suppose 
it is — then non-GM crops will disappear 
from the earth, and the seed merchants 
will rule us. 

N.G. CHARNLEY 
Blackpool, Lancs. 


SIR: ‘The Decline and Fall of Excellence’, 
described in the August issue, was made 
strikingly apparent on TV last year ina 
programme celebrating forty years of Blue 
Peter. | watched B/ue Peter from the early 
1960s to the mid-1970s, and found the 
look-back very poignant. 

The early female presenters were 
dignified and ladylike, as one of thém 
Valerie Singleton, is to this day; but the 
modern worship of informality meant that 
there was a gradual decline in quality, 
and, with the programme telescoped into 
an hour and a half, this was brought 
home powerfully to anyone concerned 
about such things. 

The most noticeable example of this 
devotion to casualness is the lack of 
interest in diction. I’m often offended by 
the flat, lazy voices on the radio, and by 
the ridiculing of the ‘BBC voice’ with 
which | grew up. 

CHRISTOPHER HAINES 
llford, Essex 


SIR: | have recently read a UKIP leaflet 
which says that being in Europe costs 
every family in Britain £600 a year. It 
would have been better if they had 
spelled out the cost to us, not only of 
Europe, but immigration, asylum-seekers, 
unmarried mothers, fat cats in water 
boards, overpaid propagandists of the 
media, car theft and the legal system. | 
think that UKIP is just an establishment 
racket aimed at stealing the BNP’s votes. 
By the way, | wonder how many immig- 
rants vote for them? 

A. RUDD 

Harborne, Birmingham 


SIR: Usually in this country, ‘racism’ and 
‘intolerance’ are portrayed as vices 
practised by white people only and 
directed at non-Whites. 

Now there is evidence that ethnic 
minorities really do believe they should be 
treated differently to white people. This 
was found in The Independent newspaper 
(27th July 1999), where leading black 
lawyer Peter Herbert, speaking of the 
conviction under the new Crime and 
Disorder Act (1998) of a black man, 
Andrew Wilson, for ‘‘racially aggravated 
harassment’’ of two white police officers 
in Ipswich, said: ‘‘[the prosecution] was a 
joke... It was never the intention that the 
legislation was designed to protect white 


police officers against racism from the 
black community.’’ 

PHILL EDWARDS 

Organiser BNP Media Monitoring Unit 
Leicester 


SIR: How about this for perverted justice? 
A Swansea football fan is sentenced to a 
year’s imprisonment for shouting ‘nigger’ 
at a player, Meanwhile, a black man, 
Andrew Wilson, is fined £50 by Ipswich 
Magistrates for shouting at police officers: 
“You're white trash. You’re only doing 
this because I’m a nigger. Leave me 
alone, you f...ing white trash...’’ 
MICHAEL INGRAMS 

Orpington, Kent 


SIR: | have never been a member of any 
nationalist party because it could cause 
problems for me in my employment, but | 
have followed the progress of the 
National Front, and later the BNP, over 
the years. 

One thing greatly interests me. 
Attempted takeovers of these parties 
almost always occur just after major 
election campaigns. An attempt (success- 
ful for a short time) was made to hi-jack 
the NF just after the General Election of 
October 1974. The next such attempt 
was mounted just after the General 
Election of May 1979. Now we ave an 
attempt to do the same with the BNP just 
after this year’s Euro Election. 

Is there some method in this? | suspect 
there is. During these election campaigns, 
the leadership and loyal elements in the 
parties concerned are concentrating their 
efforts on election work. These conditions 
provide the ideal opportunity for the 
others to scheme and plot in preparation 
for their takeovers. To the latter of 
course, such takeovers always have 
priority over the job of working for the 
best possible election result. 

G. WARNER 
Ashford, Kent 


SIR: | agree with most of the rules 
proposed by Frank Kimbal-Johnson in his 
article last month on dealing with the 
media, but | cannot go all the way with 
him. 

He says that nationalists should never 
debate with aliens because the future of 
Britain is none of their business. In 
principle, quite right! But we have to 
dwell in the real world, hideous though it 
may be to us. Aliens comprise an 
increasing portion of those working in the 
media, and we may miss valuable oppor- 
tunities to get on TV if we boycott them. 
On the other hand, by handling an 
interview cleverly, and in particular 
‘keeping our cool’ when the interviewer 
gets more and more excitable, even 
angry, we can score valuable points. 

‘Survival ethics’ dictate that we always 
keep our minds on our ultimate objectives 
and do nothing to jeopardise them. This 
occasionally means tactical compromises 
in the present context. 

ALAN MARSH 
Doncaster, S. Yorks. 
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FREEDOM BOOKS (Phone 0374 454893) 
P.O. BOX 117, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DW 


AGRICOLA AND GERMANIA (Tacitus). £6.99. 
The great Roman historian describes our Celtic 
and German ancestors in about 100 AD. Two 
books in one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and rviews on various 
aspects of the collapse of modern civilisation. 
1981, 375pp. 


... AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE 
(David Icke) £13.50. A very individual and 
controversial study of the global financial and 
political 6/ite. 1995, 474pp. 


ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (Ed. Campbell) £15.00. A 
handsome, well-illustrated book covering the 
history of England and the culture of its people 
from the 4th to 11th centuries. With leftist 
teachers and curriculum advisers doing all they 
can to undermine knowledge of, and pride in, our 
ancestors among the younger generation, it is 
important that nationalists get books like this into 
the hands of their growing children. 1982 (rep. 
19911); 272pp. 


APOCALYPSE 1945: THE DESTRUCTION OF 
DRESDEN (David Irving) £15.00. An updated 
version of the 1963 account of this real ‘war 
crime’ — the allied terror bombing of an 
undefended city, packed with refugees fleeing 
from rape and murder at the hands of the brutal 
Red Army. 1995, xiv, 315pp. 


ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £9.99. 
Convincing picture of life between the 4th and 
7th centuries, when Celtic Britain was abandoned 
by the Roman Legions to the Picts, Scots and 
Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1989), 437pp. 


BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 
250pp. 


BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE 
(Dorothy Whitelock) £6.99. Describes Anglo- 
Saxon culture and organisation and relations with 
the Celts between the leaving of the Romans and 
the coming of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 
1991), 256pp. 


BELL CURVE, THE (Richard J. Herrnstein & 
Charles Murray) £25.00. This important book, 
which has aroused enormous controversy in the 
USA, deals with differences in_ intellectual 
Capacity among people and groups. The ways in 
which these could be accounted for by environ- 
mental: influences are examined, and accorded 
the remarkably small amount of weight they 
deserve. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 


BLAIR’S BRITAIN (Hal Colebatch) £7.95. The 
threat posed. by the present cultural establish- 
ment, supported by the Labour Government, to 
our national identity. Highly recommended. 
1999, 158pp. 


BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.25. A strong plea for British independence 
from the EC bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 
24pp. 

BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. Sub- 
titled ‘A history of four nations’, this is an outline 
of British history by an academic historian 
stressing the role of the non-English parts of the 
British Isles. 1989, 324pp. 


CALL IT CONSIRACY (Larry Abraham) £14.00. 
Shows how socialism is a product of the 
wealthy, and how money manipulation has 
disastrous consequences. 1985, xvii, 325pp. 


CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) 
£5.00. A welcome reissue of this sensational 
novel about the destruction of the white race by 
Asian immigrant invasion. Once on sale in 
ordinary bookshops, but now only available from 


The prices given in this list do not include 
postal charges, which should be estimated 
by calculating one eighth the total value of the 
order, except in the case of overseas orders, 
where those about to send for books should first 
enquire. The minimum postage for UK orders is 
SOp. 

Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques 
or postal orders should be made out to ‘Freedom 
Books’ only, and should not be included in 
remittances sent to associated bodies for other 
items. Orders are likely to be dealt with more 
quickly is ‘Freedom Books’ is marked on the 
envelope. Please send all orders to our mail 
order address, which is:- 

Freedom Books 
PO Box 117 
Welling 
Kent DA16 3DW 


New titles are marked with stars * 

Please note this fact, which is of great impor- 
tance: the books sold through Freedom Books are 
written by many differ-ent authors holding a 
number of different political viewpoints, very few 
of them being in any way connected with 
Freedom Books’ parent, the British National 
Party. The party’s mail order book service 
distributes these books because it is felt that they 
fillimportant gaps in public information and 
understanding of vital national and international 
issues. This does not mean that all the content of 
the books should be taken as representative of 
the policies of the party. The party reserves 
the right to differ with some of the authors 
over some parts of their writings. 


the nationalist ‘underground’. One of the great 
works of fiction of the second half of the 20th 
century. 1973, 311pp. 

CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and 
individuals seeking to suppress the historian 
David Irving’s freedom to travel and commun- 
icate and of the smear campaign against him. 
The book relates especially to Mr. Irving’s efforts 
to get into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 

CELTIC MYTHS AND LEGENDS (D.W. Rolleston) 
£1.99. The myths and founders of Britain. First 
published early this century, rep. 1994, 457pp. 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent 
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history that have not found their way into text- 
books or newspapers. 1974, 48pp. 


CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charm- 
ley) £20.00. A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous 
conequences of Churchill’s faith in US friend- 
ship. 1995, xv, 427pp. 


CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War 
Il leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
centre. 1987, 591pp. 


CHURCHILL, THE END OF GLORY ((John Charm- 
ley) £30.00. This massive work follows in the 
footsteps of David Irving in its raising of 
awkward questions concerning Churchill as a 
national leader, though the author is more 
moderate in his treatment of his subject than is 
Irving. 1993, 742pp. 


COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 20th century decline in 
the political, industrial and military fields. A 
classic work by a mainstream historian, more 
relevant by the year! 643pp. 


COME CLEAN, MR. GABLE (Alexander Baron) 
£1.50. Shows how Gerry Gable of Searchlight 
magazine exploits the story of the Stephen 
Lawrence murder but has used exactly the same 
sort of violent hoodlums as those who committed 
it. 1998, seven pp (A4). 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo P. 
Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country. 1966, 76pp. 


CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£17.75. A best seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little 
known and long suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


CRIMES AND MERCIES (James Bacque) £8.99. 
The shocking treatment of German civilians under 
the allied occupation, 1945-50. The hidden story 
of the biggest ‘ethnic cleansing’ in European 
history. 288pp. 


DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. Important work on the_ international 
money power and its threat to the freedom of 
nations. The author was a distinguished RAF 
officer and active nationalist. 1992, 72pp. 


DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £8.25. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and 
injustices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 


DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £15.50. This book has attracted. 
worldwide attention, dealing as it does with 
racial problems in America (and not just simply 
between Blacks and Whites). A comprehensive 
introduction to the subject very relevant to 
Britain. 1981, 613pp. . 


ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£25.00; paperback £17.50. Comprehensive 
statement of the case for modern British 
Nationalism. A partly autobiographical account of 
the author’s origins, first political stirrings and 
subsequent work in building up the British 
National Party. A ‘must’ for all BNP supporters. 
First published in 1986, this is an updated edition 
published in 1998, 537pp. 
EUROPE’S FULL CIRCLE: CORPORATE ELITES 
AND THE NEW FASCISM (Rodney Atkinson) 
£7.95. The book argues that the European Union 
is fascist and corporatist in inspiration. Discusses 
the Bilderberg Group, the CIA and _internat- 
ionalists like Arnold Toynbee and Joseph Reit- 
Cont. overleaf 


Page 23 


linger. 1996, 149pp. 


FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as ”’... the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of 
the Second World War... the definitive revisionist 
work on the subject.”’ 1989, 732pp. 


FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 

Mark Bainbridge & Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain’s membership of the 
European Union. 1992, 69pp. 


GLOBAL TYRANNY, STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the United Nations is being 
developed as an omnipotent global government, 
suppressing national identities and freedoms. 
1992, xvii, 350pp. 


GREAT AMERICAN BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick 
Buchanan) £15.00. How American sovereignty 
and social justice are being sacrificed to the gods 
of the global economy. A powerful plea for 
national freedom and social justice with great 
relevance to the UK. 1998, 376pp. 


HATE COMES TO TOWN«x (Alexander Baron) 
£1.50. The lies and poison of the Searchlight 
‘Educational’ Trust, documented, exposed and 
deconstructed. 1999, 25pp (A4). 


HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Roger Pearson) 
£9.65. Covers race, eugenics and modern 
science. A scholarly but eminently readable 
criticism of egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD 
in Anthropology. 1996, 162pp. 


HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘New World Order’. 1993, 233pp. 


HOLLYWOOD PARTY (Kenneth Billingsley) 
£16.99. The story of the attempted communist 
takeover of Hollywood in the 1930s and 1940s. 
The truth about the ‘blacklist’ and the HUAC 
hearings. A ‘must’ for students of media lies. 
1998, 365pp. 


IDEOLOGY OF OBSESSION (David Baker) 
£35.00. Study of the life and thought of A.K. 
Chesterton, one of the major figures in British 
Nationalism from the 1930s to the 1970s. 
Though not supportive, generally fair. 1996, xiii, 
250pp. 


IMPERIUM (Ulick Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of 
the post-war period. The author (real name 
Francis Parker Yockey) rejects Marx, Freud and 
other ‘culture-distorters’ and demolishes the 
whole liberal world outlook. Originally published 
1948, 625pp. 


JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £11.99. An absolutely vital book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University. A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. Paperback. 


KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 
Harvey) £7.99. A former farming journalist 
describes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain, on 
the taxpayers and on the rapidly shrinking 
number of independent farmers. A truly shocking 
and important book. Paperback. 


LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £7.99. 
The disgraceful story of how the anti-communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over by the 
western allies for slaughter by the Soviets 
between 1944 and 1947. 


LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) 
£7.95. A witty and factual examination of 
current attitudes and intellectual fashions that are 
threatening our future. 1980, 246pp. 


MARCO POLO REPORT (institute of Historical 
Review) £13.00. The extraordinary story of how 
international pressure groups compelled a popular 
Japanese magazine to close down after it had 
published a revisionist article. 1995, 30pp (A4). 
MAN AND TECHNICS (Oswald Spengler) £3.95. 
Sub-titled ‘A Contribution to a Philosophy of 
Life’, this book argues that the world is governed 
by natural forces in man and nature, rather than 
by genteel political and religious creeds. c. 1930, 
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rep. 1992, 73pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 


NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A. Ramsay) £8.00. 
An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War. First 
published 1952. 128pp. 


NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo F. 
Thomay) £7.50. An examination’ of racial 
tensions in a number of areas, showing that they 
are based not on hate or bigotry but on natural 
universal laws. 1993, 145pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police 
state. 1972, 288pp. 


ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£9.99. Subtitled ‘The Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of production to low- 
wage countries. A demolition of fashionable 
economic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 
582pp. 


PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £10.00. Eminent scholar argues that civil- 
isation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923, rep. 1983, 227pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements which have 
wielded it in the 20th century. 1982, 101pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp (A4). 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £17.00. 
A reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Anglo- 
Saxons, Vikings and Normans, with information 
on related peoples of Europe. 1885 (rep. 1983), 
vi, 273pp. 

RACE PROBLEMS AND HUMAN PROGRESS 
(W.C. George) £4.00. Shows how the racial egal- 
itarian dogma is flawed, despite the influential 
forces promoting it. 1967, 80pp. 
RESTORATION OF PROPERTY, THE (Hilaire 
Belloc) £3.50. Reprint of the 1936 classic by the 
co-founder of the Distributive movement. 
Trenchant criticism of both capitalism and 
communism. 1984, 78pp. 

REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 
Francis) £6.50. Series of incisive essays arguing 


that white patriots should adopt insurgent, rather 
than conservative, strategies to defend their 
culture and values. Although written for 
Americans, this book contains many invaluable 
lessons for British nationalists too. 1997, 25Opp. 


ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE (Bernard Connolly) 
£17.50. A former official of the European Comm- 
ission exposes the lies and deceit involved in the 
establishment of the ERM and the dangers 
involved in European monetary union and 
European federalism. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 


STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War II by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy, showing how 
Stalin incited the war hoping to seize Western 
Europe in the ensuing chaos. 1987, 152pp. 


STANDARDBEARERS= £6.00. Subtitled British 
Roots of the New Right. a collection of essays on 
20 political and cultural heroes for British nation- 
alists. 1999, 176pp. 


SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Brian N. Monahan) 
£7.80. A series of articles from the Soc/a/ 
Creditor dealing with political and economic 
threats to Britain’s survival. 1971, viii, 124pp. 


THE GRIP OF DEATH (Michael Rowbottom) 
£15.00. Fine study of modern money, debt 
slavery and destructive economics. 1998, 
337pp. 


THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt and 
others) £4.50. A cost-benefit analysis of British 
membership of the EU and a listing of the alter- 
natives to membership. 1996, 111pp. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power structures that 
exist in today’s world. A glimpse ‘behind the 
scenes’ of international politics. 1987, 61pp. 


TO RESTRAIN THE RED HORSE: THE URGENT 
NEED FOR RADICAL ECONOMIC REFORM (Alan 
D. Armstrong) £11.95. A businessman discusses 
the origins of our money system, its social and 
ecological consequences and proposals for its 
reform. 1996, 137pp. 


TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. Enig- 
matic businessman defends the concept of the 
nation-state and points out the perils of global 
free trade, particularly with the Far East. 1994, 
216pp. 


TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
and Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and 
detailed exposure of the illegal and unconstit- 
utional action of the Tory Government in signing 
the Maastricht Treaty. 1994, 123pp. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA, THE (Ivor Benson) 
£4.40. Describes the effects of the ‘Wind of 
Change’ in Africa and the agencies responsible 
for the plight of that continent today. 3rd ed. 
1995, xv, 92pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequal to the same author’s widely acclaimed 
The Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 
1982, 113pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK REVOL- 
UTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian 
Revolution are proved beyond all question by an 
established scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT (Fred- 
erick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry. points the way to a 
satisfactory and beneficial financial system. A 
long-established classic. 1926, rep. 1983, 
320pp. 


WAR AND THE BREED (David Jordan) £8.00. 
Fine reprinting of a remarkably far-seeing book, 
first published in 1915, which argued that the 
war then raging would do incalculable damage to 
the genetic make-up of Britain and Europe. 
Disturbing but fascinating. Hardback, 1981, 
127pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£19.00. Sensational and courageous exposé of 
Zionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew. 
1982, 904pp. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise Stated, the items 
listed below should be ordered from PO Box 
117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 


For a Britain Strong and Free 
Attractive pamphlet in full colour prepared espec- 
ially to deal with enquiries from the 1999 Euro 


Election and now serving as the main intro- 
ductory publication for the BNP. £7.26 post-free. 
Britain Reborn 

British National Party Manifesto for the 1997 
General Election. In 64 large pages, it examines 
all the problems facing Britain today, and sets out 
the BNP policies which will meet the challenges 
ahead. £3.55 post-free. 


Freedom for Britain and the British 

The British National Party’s Manifesto for the 
1999 Euro Election. 24 pages long, it covers all 
the key areas in which EU membership is under- 
mining Britain’s traditional freedoms. £2.00 post- 
free. 

Where We Stand 

An abridged statement of BNP policies. 30p 
post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Booklet outlining the British National Party case 
against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced by BNP Devon Branch in 
collaboration with party headquarters. 60p 
post-free. 

The Enemy Within 

‘Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of 
mass brainwashing. The booklet comprises the 
text of an official complaint by the party to the 
Broadcasting Complaints Commission. 
post-free. 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must' for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The Handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. £2.00 post-free. 
Spreading the Word 

A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists’ Handbook.: Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
Party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears -- valuable for this 
alone. £2.00 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 


Do you think? Hard-hitting leaflet dealing with 
the flood of bogus refugees and Kosovar Muslim 
asylum-seekers now bringing social services in 


44p 


many parts of the country to the point of 
collapse. 

The Full Monty: Exposes Tony Blair's unbel- 
ievable recommendation that skilled men thrown 
out of work by New Labour’s Tory globalist 
economic policies should retrain as strippers! 
Even more arrogant than Norman Tebbitt's 
infamous ‘On your bike’ comment, this dis- 
gusting suggestion has given the BNP a leaflet 
which can be used to devastating effect in 
Labour’s old industrial heartlands. 
Conservative? Not any more! Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters and activists, and partic- 
ularly useful in the constituencies of Tory MPs 


who attack the BNP. Exposes the liberalism and 


perversion which riddles the Conservatives. 
Stop the building! Calls for a halt to the planned 
destruction of the green belt by up to five million 
new houses. Exposes immigration as the main 
motor of the threat to our countryside. 


The leaflets above are all two-coloured, 
double-sided and cost £8 per 1,000, with 
postage charges of £5.95 for 1,000 and £6.45 
for 2,000. 

Other publicity items in stock are the 
headline-grabbing A4 anti-paedophile leaflet Stop 
Labour's attack on the welfare state, Defend 
British Fishermen and British Countryman, the 
BNP newsletter produced especially for country 
people. Call 0374 454893 for details. 


Regular leafletting is the key to increased recruit- 
ment. These are first class propaganda weapons. 
Use them to build the British Resistance! 


BNP VIDEO RECORDINGS 


Rally November ‘97: Video of the second BNP 
rally of the year. Excellent regional reports, plus 
Stirring speeches from Richard Edmonds, Nick 
Griffin and John Tyndall. 

Rally January ‘97: Video of the postponed 1996 
BNP Annual Rally, held in London on January 
25th 1997. Speeches by Dr. Donald Stevens, 
Nick Griffin, Richard Edmonds, John Tyndall and 
overseas guest José Ramos. 

Rally ‘95: Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged 
in London on November 11th 1995. Hear and 
see speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. 
William Pierce and John Tyndall. 

Videos of Rallies '95-'97 cost £15.92 each post- 
free. 

Rally ‘94: Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged 
near London on November 5th 1994. Speeches 
by David Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther 
Deckert, Claude Cornilleau, Michael Newland and 
John Tyndall. £73.02 post-free. 


Build the BNP — read and sell... 
BRITISH NATIONALIST 


The monthly newspaper of the British 
National Party is packed with news and facts 
the controlled media don’t want you to know 

_about. Its subjects range from anti-white 
racism to the destruction of Britain’s 
economic and political independence. Every 
issue brings you shocking reports of events 


hushed up by the mainstream news media. 
But it’s not just a matter of knocking the 
other parties. BN also sets out in plain, 
simple language how the BNP would deal 
with the problems facing Britain. 
Don’t miss a single issue. Order now! 


Send three first-class stamps for 
sample copy and subscription details 
and write to: PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. 


THE KEY TO GROWTH 


While it is personal contact which makes 
most enquirers commit themselves to the 
BNP, the best way to find those enquirers in 
the first place, and to generate local press 
interest, is thorough regular leafleting. All BNP 
units, and even isolated members, should aim 
for a leaflet drop at least once a week. 


For the first time, the British National Party is taking advantage 
of the video revolution to bring it’s message into your drawing 
room! 

This short film has been made in support of BNP candidates 
in the coming local government elections in East London, Some 
candidates and one ordinary voter are featured in the film talking 
about the imporiant local issues on which the BNP will be fighting 
~ issues which the Labour, Tory and LibDem parties prefer to 
ignore, 

Also included in the film is the party election broadcast made 
by BNP leader John Tyndall, which was shown to the whole 
nation just before the general election of May 1997. If you missed 
this, now's your chance to see it! 


Because some households in your ward will not have a video 
Dlayer, we are not putting a copy of this videa into every home 
If you don't have a player, please pass the video on to a neighbour 
you know who has. If you do have one, please still pass the 
video on after you have played it to your family. We want the 
very maximum number of people to get this very important 
message! 


East London council elections ‘Vote BNP’ video. 
Includes the uncut General Election broadcast. 17 
minutes of ground-breaking publicity material. 
£6.50 incl. p&p. 


BNP AUDIO TAPES 


Rally ‘95. Tape-recording of the BNP Annual 
Rally, staged in London on November 11th 1995. 
Hear speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, . Dr. 
William Pierce and John Tyndall. £6.00 plus 36p 
p&p. 

BEST-SELLING TAPE! Two recorded talks by 
John Tyndall: The BNP: a movement for the new 
century. An exposition of the main BNP policies; 
Time for action! A summons to the lazy and the 
apathetic to stir themselves and get involved! 
£6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White 

Race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 

publication but the topics are most enlightening, 

covered as they are with total freedom of speech 

and frankness. Send £5 note for trial 6-month ° 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 

Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


FREE SPEECH 

Written transcripts of the regular radio broadcats 
made by Dr. William L. Pierce of the American 
National Alliance. Of interest to white people all 
over the world. Appears monthly. Send US$5.00 
for sample copy. Subscription rates to the UK 
supplied on request. Please send US currency 
only. Write to PO Box 330,: Hillsboro, WV 
24946, U.S.A. 
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THINGS MEMBERS NEED TO KNOW 


LATER THIS MONTH, a leadership 
election will be taking place which will 
decide the future of the British National 
Party. In this and the previous issue, we 
have expressed our opinions on this 
matter. Here is the place to confine 
ourselves to the practical side of things. 

The first thing that BNP members will 
need to know is that the election will be a 
secret ballot, in accordance with British 
tradition. In advance of the sending out of 
ballot papers, members will be circular- 
ised with a bulletin accompanied by 
statements by both candidates of where 
they stand. This exercise may well have 
been completed by the time you read this 
issue of Spearhead. 

The same bulletin will inform members 
of the voting qualifications, and it is vital 
that these be understood. First, by 
agreement between both contestants at a 
recent party leadership conference, no new 
members whose applications were 
received after August 16th will be eligible 
to vote. As far as renewals of membership 
are concerned, all existing members, if 
they are to qualify for a vote, must send 
their subscriptions for 1999 into party 
head office so as to ensure that they arrive 
not later than the 10th September. This is 
important: Ballot papers subsequently 
received with membership subscription 
renewals will be invalidated. 


air mail Australasia, Far East: £33.900 


for banker's commission and charges. 


ENCLOSED, SUBSCRIPTION OF....... 
PLUS DONATION (IF ANY) OF.......... 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 


British Isles: £22.500) Overseas surface mail: £24.600) Unsealed air mail Europe: 
£25.66 Unsealed air mail Middle East, Africa, N & S America: £32.300) Unsealed 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If 
remittance is in any other currency, an additional charge of £4.50 is required in the 
case of cheques and money orders and £2.50 in the case of banknotes, these paying 


Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 

10-19 copies: £1.10 each; 20-49 copies: £1.00 each; 50-99 copies: 83p each; 100- 
199 copies: 69p each; 200-499 copies: 60p each; 500 copies or over: 55p each (For 
advice on postal rates please contact our office). 


All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent 
. to PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment for 
Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 


Numbered ballot papers will sent out on 
approximately the 13th September, and the 
closing date for receiving them back filled 
in will be the 27th September — thus 
giving the best part of two weeks for 
members to decide which way they will 
vote (these members having previously 
already received statements from the two 
contestants). 


BNP leadership election 


The votes will be counted by a small 
team of voluntary party workers during 
the day of the 27th September. This team 
will be overseen by Richard Edmonds, 
acting on behalf of John Tyndall, and- 
Tony Lecomber, acting on behalf of Nick 
Griffin. 

The result will then be announced at the 
earliest possible moment after that date. 


Vital dates 


Last day for receipt of 1999 subs for voting eligibility: 10th SEPTEMBER 
Sending out of ballot papers: 13th SEPTEMBER 
Deadline for receipt of completed ballot papers: 27th SEPTEMBER 


BNP leadership election 


HEAR JOHN TYNDALL 


Meetings planned for September 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY leader John 
Tyndall will be addressing a number of party 
meetings during the first half of September 
devoted to the BNP leadership contest, to take 
place later in the month. 

With one exception, a meeting in Basing- 
stoke on August 26th at which Mr. Tyndall 
will have spoken to members in the party’s 


iHow to obtain Seabed | 


Make sure of your regular copy of Spearhead by becoming a subscriber. Fill in the | 
form here and send it to us, together with payment, as directed. Please note also the 
rates for bulk-buyers. 


about the leadership issue. This is by contrast 
to the campaign by Nick Griffin and his 
supporters, which has been going on for 
several months, including the crucial months 
of the Euro Election. . 

Mr. Tyndall’s schedule, beginning on 
Sunday, September Sth and concluding on 
Monday, September 13th, will include 
meetings in the East Midlands, West 
Midlands, Yorkshire, North East England, 
Scotland and North London. In addition, the 
party’s National Organiser Richard Edmonds 
will be speaking at a meeting in North West 
England, also on the leadership issue, having 
already spoken on the same issue in South 
Wales on August 21st. , 

For security reasons, exact dates are not 
being given here, but all BNP members in the 
areas mentioned should be receiving advance 
notification of these meetings. In case they do 
not, however, would they please phone the 
party’s new public number for details. This is: 
0700 900 1493. 


Message from Tony Lecomber 


Mr. Tony Lecomber has contacted us to request 
that we put the record straight con-cerning a 
reference by John Tyndall in his article last month 
to Patriot magazine. It may be recalled that, 
according to Mr. Tyndall, when Patriot first 
appeared he asked Mr. Lecomber who was 
providing the money for it and the latter replied that 
it was none of his (Mr. Tyndall’s) business. Mr. 
Lecomber now tells us that it was in fact he himself 
who was financing the publication. 

We regret the misunderstanding over this matter, 
but it could easily have been avoided had Mr. 
Lecomber made this admission at the time he was 
first asked. 


a. 


A LETTER FROM THE 
INTERNATIONAL 
THIRD POSITION 


Dear Mr. Tyndall, 

In the August issue of Spearhead you make 
two references to an International Third Position 
property in France. 

You state that this property is derelict. This is 
not true. Most of the property is renovated. What 
you saw on the BBC documentary was a disused 
barn. 

You say that Nick Griffin lived in this 
property. This is also not true. He had his own 
separate property, which he lost to the banks in 
the early 1990s and which was not part of any 
ITP campaign. 

None of the supporters who put money into 
the property have had any returned because all 
are still involved with the property and happy 
with its progress. 

Please do not be taken in by the lies of a 
Zionist BBC producer (Ben Lewis) and his 
socialist reporter sidekick (Jolyon Jenkins). 
Further details on their lies and the truth about 
the French rural project were published in issue 
No. 16 of The Voice of St. George (copy 
enclosed). 

Yours sincerely 
J. HUMPHRIES 


JOHN TYNDALL REPLIES: I regret it if 
misleading information has been given in these 
columns concerning the International Third 
Position and its French property project. 
However, I have to say that at least part of the 
information was given me about two years ago 
by Nick Griffin, who told me of a certain person 
(unnamed) who had contributed money towards 
renovation work on the property and found some 
time afterwards that none had been done. It was 
only because what was stated on the BBC docu- 
mentary seemed to tally with what Mr. Griffin 
had told me that I believed it to be correct. This 
belief, it appears, was mistaken. I therefore 
apologise to the ITP for the error. 

The main thrust in the part of the article which 
included this reference to the ITP property 
project was to catalogue the numerous fiascos 
with which Mr. Griffin has been associated. I 
now realise that the actual fiasco in question was 
a private property project of his own, in Britain, 
which failed and resulted in his going bankrupt 
for a sum of £70,000 (further information on this 
on page 6 of this issue), and that this had 
nothing to do with the ITP project in France. We 
simply got mixed up over fiascos. Sorry! 


Back to normal next month 


Spearhead sincerely regrets that it has been 
necessary to occupy so much space in this and 
the previous issue to the British National Party 
leadership dispute. We would much rather 
have done otherwise but the need was forced 
upon us by circunstances not of our creation. 

The extensive comment on the matter must 
particularly have been tiresome to non-BNP 
members and, most of all perhaps, to our 
friends overseas, who mostly will not be 
interested in such things. Whatever the result 
of the contest later this month, as from 
October Spearhead will revert to its normal 
role: that of reporting and commenting on 
politial developments and publicising the BNP 
in a positive way. 


The attention of the British National 
Party leadership has recently been drawn 
to a prospectus for the launching of a 
new printing and publishing company, to 
be known as ‘The Right Image’, which it 
is claimed will produce ‘‘newspapers, 
magazines and leaflets of high quality 
with a right-wing element to help 
promote the BNP and its views.” 

The would-be limited company is 
appealing to BNP members and suppor- 
ters to purchase shares with a view to 
raising an initial investment capital of 
£50,000, and in the prospectus states 
that the shareholder will be guaranteed a 


all shares purchased before August 1st 
1999. 

The officials of the company named 
are: Mr. G. Jeffrey, Chairman and 
Managing Director (Designate), Mr. M. 
Gibbs, Director and Company Secretary 
(Designate) and Mr. M. Carey, Director 
(Designate). However, it is clear from 
information that we have received that 
the main inspiration and driving force 
behind this enterprise is the first named, 
Mr. George Jeffrey. 

Prospective buyers of shares have 
been asked to send cheques for this 
purpose made out to Mr. Jeffrey. We 
have been advised that this itself is 
contrary to company law, which states 
that cheques for monies paid to limited 
companies may only be made out to the 
company in question and not to 
individuals. 

Persons receiving this prospectus and 
invited to buy shares may gain the 
impression that ‘The Right Image’ is a 
project that has been put to the BNP 
leadership for its endorsement and 
authorisation. It has not. News of it 
came to the party leadership completely 
out of the blue. The project was dis- 
cussed at a leadership conference last 
month, and it was unanimously agreed 
that the party should not be linked to 
such an enterprise in any way what- 
soever until there had been much more 
opportunity to study it and obtain 
information about its bona fides, and to 
do some thorough market research into 
the viability of its purported operations. 


A warning to BNP supporters! 
BUSINESS PROJECT DOES NOT HAVE PARTY BACKING 


return for the first year of 10 per cent on 


Have you joined the V | 
The Welling Club is a special group that has been for 
purpose of _ oe — the — National ohe ty 


The BNP leadership is not opposed in 
principle to companies being formed, 
with members’ and supporters’ particip- 
ation, whose aim is to promote the party 
in various ways, but it is very strongly 
opposed to unilateral action of this kind, 
taken without any consultation with 
those at the top of the party but using 
the party name in such a way as to give 
the impression that the company in 
question has the party’s official backing. 


{THE PROPOSED NEW NAME FOR A NEW 
PRINTING AND PUBLISHING COMPANY} 


AN 
INVESTMENT 
OPPORTUNITY 


Restrictod to mambers and friends of the 
Ba ty 


THE PROSPECTUS 


The party must also point out that, 
according its information, the Managing 
Director (Designate) Mr. George Jeffrey 
has in the past been made bankrupt for a 
sum estimated at £2-3 million. 

Whether BNP members and supporters 
wish to place their confidence in this 
proposed company and buy shares in it 
is, of course, a matter for their own 
decision. This warning is being issued 
only in order to ensure that such people 
are fully aware of the proposed com- 
pany’s status in relation to the party, and 
that, in the possible event of their later 
being dissatisfied with it, they do not 
hold the party responsible. 


Velling ¢ 
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Fed up with what's 
happening to this country? 


Now's the chance to 
do something! 


~ w 
i ee, 


GET ACTIVE - 
GET WITH US Lage vite de 


For more information on the British 


National Party, write and send 50p to:- Adres. oii... lt ecceteeeesscescees 
Ne ne teen ac fet ay po ne'dy son tadw ene debe ubdedaMmmany gee <u anes 
c/o PO Box 117, Seseseeneeeeeeeeeeeeeaeses seseeeeeeeaeeeseeeeeas 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW | enclose a donation of.......... 


Tel. 0374 454893 


You may use a photocopy or a plain piece of paper if 
you don’t want to cut up your copy of Spearhead. 
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